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The Public Trustee Bill. 

Tue Pusuic Trustee Bill was read a second time in the House 
of Commons on Friday in last week, without a division, but not 
without strong protests; not the least forcible being that of a 
Scottish meen Mr. J. Henpersoy, who contended that the 
Bill, “ with its enormous machinery and its heavy cost ”—which 
he estimated at £20,000 a year—was not the true remedy for 
the evil against which it was directed; the sce | effective 
to maladministration of trusts being an audit of the trust 
accounts. The almost universal practice in Scotland of having 
such a yearly audit was, he said, the reason for the immunity 
of that country from defalcations by trustees. Mr. Fanur, on 
behalf of the bankers, pointed out the hardships to beneficiaries 
likely to arise from the public trustee insisting on winding up 
a complicated estate immediately and refusing to run any risks. 
These and other protests, however, were of no avail, and it may 
be taken that the measure will speedily become law. 


The Motion of Censure on Mr. Justice Grantham. 


Aone THE projects which might be suggested for the reform 
of the judicial bench, one of the most usefal would be the 
institution of a judicial “ gag,” to be applied at the instance of 
a judge who apprehended that a brother judge was about to 
occupy the time of the court in irrelevant disputation or to make 
feeble jokes or to utter foolish or undignified observations. Mr. 
Justice Lawkanck must have wished at Bodmin that some such 
remedy was open to him when his colleague announced that 
‘the could keep silence no longer, but must take refuge in 
speech.” Silence in a judge, whenever he is subjected to 
criticism, is golden, more especially before such criticism has 
taken practical shape, and Mr. Justice Granruam’s rather 
querulous complaints of unfair treatment by the Government 
are greatly to be regretted. For ourselves, we have no doubt that, 
whether his decision at Yarmouth was right or , it was, 
at all events, honestly arrived at. The motion in the House of 
Commons practically im es his honesty, and for the first 
time within our generation a judge is to be accused 
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political opinions. We earnestly hope that the motion will be 
rejected, but, even if this is the result, the evil done by it will 
remain. People at large will begin to believe that the judges 
are not to be trusted. 


Evidence of Criminal Acts Other than Those 
Charged. 

Ix THE case of Rex v. Bond, relating to the admissibility on 
the trial of the prisoner of evidence of felonious acts by him 
other than those charged, and upon which we commented last 
week, Mr. Justice Danuine, in remarking upon the practice of 
the French courts of admitting evidence of many matters which 
we should certainly describe as foreign to the point at issue, says 
that the reason for this practice is to be found in the words of 
the Code d’Instruction Criminelle, which enacts that the written 
statement of the offence charged shall specify the act and every- 
thing which may tend to aggravate or mitigate the punishment 
of the offender. But, unless we are much mistaken, the French 
Code did not vary the previous practice, for it has been during 
centuries the usage of the criminal courts of the continent to 
receive evidence against the prisoner of similar acts committed, 
or supposed to have been committed, by the same prisoner on 
other occasions. The argument which is pressed against the 
admissibility of such evidence in the English courts, that it is 
tendered merely as shewing that the prisoner was a bad man, and, 
a | ret to commit the crime, bs not Be much 
appreciated in a foreign court. Anything tending to reflect on 
the character of ie henen accused would be considered strictly 
relevant. One cannot be surprised that in a country like Italy, 
where such views prevail, a recent trial for murder lasted more 
than twelve months. 


Service Necessary to Maintain Action of Seduction. 


In THE case of Murray v. FitsGerald (1906, Ir. Rep. 254) the 
Irish Court of Appeal came to the conclusion that there was 
sufficient evidence of service to allow an action of seduction to 
be maintained in rather peculiar circumstances. The test of 
the plaintiff's right to maintain such an action has been 

to be, not whether he has been injured as the head 

of the family, but whether he can make out a constructive 
loss of service ; that an actual contract of service, express or 
ings, is not necessary, but, on the contrary, that services 
untarily rendered are sufficient. The facts in the present 
case were that, upon the death of a farmer twenty-eight years 
before the commencement of the action, his widow and 
three children resided on the farm, which was managed 
by the widow until her death, which occurred eight 
years after that of her husband. Her daughter, 
who was considerably older than the other two children 
(sons), and who was at that time the only adult 
member of the family, became manager, paid the rent, and 
took receipts in the name of her father’s representatives. She 
also did the indoor servant’s work, no servant being kept, and 
had of the domestic arrangements. Seven years later the 
elder of the two brothers came of age, and from that time worked 
on the farm, and was rated as occupier. His sister continued to 
orm the duties of indoor servant. In an action by the elder 
brother for the seduction of his sister, the majority of the Court of 
Appeal ( Watxzz, C., and Frrzarszon, L.J., Hormzs, L.J., dissent- 
ing) held that there was evidence of service on which the verdict 
of the jury in favour of the plaintiff could be sustained. The 
question was, of course, wh the co-ownership or community 
of interest between the sister and her brothers was incon- 
sistent with the relationship of master and servant? Were 
the services rendered by the sister to her brother as his servant 
or merely under an arrangement as to division of labour? We 
may agree with Gizson, J., in the court below, that the action is 
so far founded on fiction that sometimes it is impossible to 
reconcile the view of the court with common sense or reality. 
The decision of the Court of Appeal may perhaps be supported 
on the ground that the sister assumed the character of 
servant to her y er brother, but it certainly goes further 


than any of the E cases. 
The Criminal Appeal Bill. 

Tuz Cammar A Bill leaves the House of Lords in a 
very different fxm from that in which it was introduced, There 








is no longer an intention of giving every convicted person a right 
of poe. on questions of fact alone, though the right of appeal 
on questions of law alone ismaintained. On aquestion of fact alone, 
or of one of mixed law and fact, an appeal is given only by leave of 
the court before whom the person is convicted, or of a@ court of 
criminal appeal. This will no doubt <i a very efficient check toa 
great many of theappeals which would probably be brought if there 
were an unrestricted right of appeal as originally suggested. There 
will still, however, be many applications to the court, which, 
although fruitless, will take up much time. Another important 
change isthat thenew court isnolongerintended to decide questions 
of fact. Ifa person has been convicted, and there was evidence 
to go the jury, though the court is of opinion that the verdict was 
against the weight of the evidence, a new trial must be ordered, 
The principle, therefore, is to be maintained that no one can either 
be acquitted or convicted on the facts of a charge except bya 
jury ; and where a conviction is quashed by the court, it can only 
be on grounds of law. This ought in a great measure to satisfy 
the objections that have been raised as to impairing the respon- 
sibility of juries. Now if a jury convict against the weight of 
evidence they will only be shifting the burden on to the 
shoulders of another jury. The unrestricted right of appealing 
against the sentence on the ground of undue severity is 
retained, and this will probably give rise to a great man 
applications to the court. These changes made in the B 
will no doubt remove the danger which was threatened, that 
the whole judicial machinery of the country would be thrown 
into confusion by a flood of criminal cases swamping the civil 
business. As the Bill now stands, however, there must be a very 
large amount of business for the new court, and in our opinion 
a court will have to sit continuously throughout the whole legal 
year. Those three new judges, therefore, of whom the Lord 
Chancellor spoke, will probably be wanted, and the country will 
have to pay for the new court. Persons are, however, inclined 
to lose sight of a great fact, which was referred to last week by 
Watron, J., in charging a grand jury—namely, that there is 
nothing in the government of a country so essentially and funda- 
mentally important as the administration of the criminal law, 
and that its administration should command the undoubted 
confidence of the whole nation. That confidence does, we 
believe, exist in a great degree already. It may, however, 
require some strengthening, and some doubts may require 
removing. If so, probably the nation will not object to paying 
the price of making their machinery perfect. 


Purchases Under the Lands Clauses Act. 


Ir 1s well settled that when a notice to treat has been given 
under the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, and the purchase price or 
compensation has been settled, whether by agreement or by the 
verdict of a jury or arbitration, a contract is thereupon con- 
stituted for the sale of the land, and in the recent case of Re 
Cary-Eiwes’ Contract (54 W. R. 480) Swinren Eapy, J, 
followed this rule to the logical result of holding that the 
public body who were the purchasers could be required to take 
a cmveyance of the property. The rule as to a contract being 
constituted was enunciated by Romuxy, M.R., in Regent's Canal 
Co. v. Ware (5 W. R. 617, 23 Beav., at p. 584). The cases, 
he said, “establish that the notice fixes the extent of the 
land to be taken, and the relation of vendor and purchaser as 
regards that land. The only thing that remains to be done 
after this is the fixing the price to be paid; when this is done, 
the whole relation of the parties, as vendor and fers mp is as 
fully constituted as in the case of a formal and regular agree- 
ment.” The same view was repeated by Lord Haruencey, 0, 
in Harding v. Metropolitan Railway Oo, (20 W. R. 821, L. B. 
7 Ch., p. 158), where he pointed out that when the price was 
ascertained there were all the elements of a complete agreement. 
“In truth it becomes a bargain made under legislative enact- 
ment between the railway company and those over whom they 
were authorized to exercise their power.” And in Re he and 
The Great Western Railway Co. (29 W. R. 727,18 Oh. D. 146) 
JxsseL, M.R., recognized that the contract so constituted was 
one of which specific performance could be enforced, and 
that, unless there was some statutory enactment to the 
contrary, all the ordinary rules as between vendor and 


purchaser applied. Upon this footing he ordered payment of 
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interest by the purchasing company. In the present case of Re 
Cary-Elwes’ Contract a public body, who had power under a 
special Act to acquire both land and easements, gave notice to 
treat for two plots of ground and also for an easement to carry 
pipes through other ground. Some dispute arising over the 
plans, the public body proposed to dispense with taking a con- 
yeyance, and to rest their title upon the special Act, the notice 
to treat, and the awerd by which the compensation had been 
ascertained. To this the vendor, who required that the ease- 
ment to be granted should be defined, objected, and Swivren 
Eany, J., held that he was entitled to insist upon the purchasing 
body taking a conveyance. As the learned judge pointed out, 
until conveyance the vendor is a trustee for the purchaser, but 
it is not in the contemplation of the parties that he shall remain 
in this position for an indefinite period, and he is entitled to 
divest himself of all estate in the property, legal as well as 
equitable. Sometimes the statute under which the purchase is 
effected operates as a conveyance, but where this not the case, 
the public body are bound, as in the case of an ordinary 
purchase, to take a conveyance. 


Contribution Between Co-Directors., 


Tae Directors’ Liability Act, 1890, which, by section 3, 
imposes on directors a statutory liability in respect of state- 
ments in a prospectus, provides also by section 5 for contribution 
between co-directors. Under the former section every person 
who is a director at the time of the issue of a prospectus is 
liable to pay compensation to persons who subscribe on the faith 
of the prospectus for the loss or damage they may have sus- 
tained by reason of any untrue statement in the prospectus, 
unless certain exculpatory matters are proved; and by section 5 
every person who by reason of his being a director has become 
liable to make any payment under the provisions of the Act ‘ shall 
be entitled to recover contribution, as in cases of contract, from 
any other person who, if sued separately, would have been liable 
to make the same payment.”’ Ordinarily, of course, such right of 
contribution would be barred upon the ground that the liability 
of the director is founded upon tort, and as between tortfeasors 
there is no right of contribution. But it was held by the Court of 
Appeal in Gerson v. Simpson (51 W. R. 610; 1903, 2 K. B. 197) 
that this rule was excluded by section 5. ‘To my mind,” said 
Hatspury, L.C., ‘‘the statute has stated, with what I may, 
without disrespect, call unusual clearness, that with reference 
to the particular class of tort, and with reference to this class of 
persons, the ordinary rule that there shall be no contribution 
between tort feasors shall not apply, and that the rights of the 
parties shall be treated as though it was a question of contract 
and not of tort at all.”” In the recent case of Shepheard v. Bray 
(ante, p. 526) the question arose whether the right of con- 
tribution existed against the estate of a deceased director. 
Actions had been brought against certain of the directors 
of the London and Northern Bank (Limited), and their 
liability had been established in the case of Broome v. 
Speak (51 W. R. 258; 1903, 1 Ch. 586), which was 
affirmed by the House of Lords in Shepheard v. Broome (53 
W. R. 111; 1904, A. ©. 342). The present action was 
instituted to recover contribution from the other directors or 
their estates. One had died since action brought, and the 
action was continued against his executors, and two others had 
died before the action, and their executors were made defendants. 
It was argued that the maxim actio personalis moritur cum persona 
applied, inasmuch as the liability was based on tort; but, for the 
reason just given it seems necessary to exclude the idea of tort 
in ascertaining the liability and to rely solely on the analogy of 
contract. In cases of contract, observed Warrineron, J., the 
right to recover contribution arises (except in cases of express 
stipulation) not from any notion of implied contract, but as 
an equitable right springing from the relations of the parties 
a8 persons liable for the same debt. In the learned judge's 
opinion the right existed from the commencement of those 
relations, though there might be no means of asserting it by action 
until one of the parties had met more than his due proportion of 
the common obligation, or was, at all events, in imminent danger 
of being compelled to meet it. Until such time, consequently, 
the Statute of Limitations does not run against the dai to 
contribution: Wolmershausen v. Gullick (1893, 2 Ch, 514), 





Similarly in the present case the right to contribution arose at 
the time when the common obligation came into existence— 
namely, when the loss was incurred on the faith of the pro- 
spectus, and this liability continued against the estates of 
the deceased directors. 


Compensation for Improvements.J 

AN INTERESTING question upon the right to compensation under 

the Agricultural Holdings Acts, 1883 to 1900, arose in Re Smith 
and The Duke of Devonshire ( Times, 1st inst.), recently decided by 
the Court of Appeal. By a lease, dated in 1888, the Duke of 
DevonsuirE demised to JonatnHan Samira and Jonn Smirn a 
piece of arable meadow and market garden ground at Chiswick, 

and there was power for the lessor to resume possession of any 
of the lands, the lessee being thereupon entitled to a deduction 
from the rent at the rate of £3 per acre, and also to certain 
specified payments per acre which varied with the time of the 
year when possession was resumed. It was also agreed that 
no other allowance was to be made, and that at the expira- 
tion or sooner determination of the term the lessees should 
leave all fruit trees and bushes on the land without compensa- 
tion. By another lease, dated in 1889, the duke demised further 
similar land to the same lessees. The lease contained pro- 
visions for resumption of possession and compensation similar 
to those in the earlier lease, but it was also provided that the 
specified ‘‘ allowances were to be in substitution for, and in lieu 
of, all compensation to which” the lessees “might be entitled 
under or by virtue of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1883.” In 
December, 1903, the duke gave notice to resume possession of 
certain of the lands in each lease, and Jonny Sara, in whom the 
entire interest under the leases was then vested, claimed that, in 
addition to the compensation expressly provided for by the leases, 
he was entitled under the Market Gardeners’ Compensation Act, 

1895, to compensation for fruit trees planted and permanently set 
out by him after the Ist of January, 1896. Theclaim wasdisallowed 
by the county court judge, but his decision has been reversed by 
the Court of Appeal. The claim was made under the Market Gar- 
deners’ Compensation Act, because under that Act the planting of 
fruit trees is an improvement for which the consent of the landlord 
is not required as a condition for obtaining compensation under the 
statutes, and primd facie the lessee was entitled to such compen- 
sation. If, however, the compensation provided for in the leases 
was intended to cover such a claim, the lessee could not, of 
course, have the conventional and also the statutory compen- 
sation. This was a question depending on the construction of 
the leases, and it was a material consideration that the covenant 
of the lessees to leave fruit trees upon the land applied to the 
determination of the term in any way, and not only to resump- 
tion of possession. Hence it was difficult to treat allowances 
fixed only with reference to resumption of possession as covering 
compensation for fruit trees. The leases in fact did not con- 
template payment of compensation under this head, and hence 
the lessee was left with his statutory right to compensation. The 
lease of 1889 did, indeed, purport to substitute the conventional 
compensation for the compensation payable under the Agri- 
cultural Holdings Act, 1883. But though the compensation 
payable under the Market Gardeners’ Compesisation Act, 1895, is 
on a similar footing, yet it depends on the provisions of that Act, 
and not of the Act of 1883, and it was held that the conventional 
compensation was not to be taken as in substitution for this head 
of claim. Consequently the lessee was entitled to the conven- 
tional compensation and also to the statutory compensation for 
the fruit trees. 


The Anarchist Press. 


THERE ARE some 40,000 anarchists in the world (so it has 
been stated by a correspondent of the Zimes), with some 250 
anarchist newspapers among them, of which a very large 
number are published in New York and a small number ia this 
country. Be the number large or small, however, the British 
law against anarchical writings is much more voluminous and 
severe than is generally supposed. The Criminal Libel Act, 
1819, after constructively defining what a seditious libel is, and 
reciting the expediency of making more effectual provisioas for 
its punishment, enacts that: 


‘Tn every case in which any verdict or judgment by default shall ba 
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had against any person for ‘composing, printing, or publishing any 
seditious libel tending to bring into hatred or contempt the person of his 
Majesty, his heirs, or successors, or the Government and constitution of 
the United Kingdom as by law established, or either House of Parliament, 
or to excite his Majesty's subjects to attempt the alteration of any 
matter in Church or State as by law established otherwise than by lawful 
means, it shall be lawful for the judge . . . to make an order for the 
s-izare and carrying away all copies of the libel.”’ 

The offence itself is a common law misdemeanour only, and the 
offender, if punished by imprisonment, must be treated as an 
“‘ offender of the first division’: Steph. Dig. Cr. Law (6th ed.), 
Articles 96, 97, citing Prison Act, 1877, s. 40, and Prison Act, 
1898, s. 6. But the duration of the imprisonment appears to be 
unlimited. and the imprisonment might be accompanied by an 
unlimited fine. Where there is an incitement to murder any 
person whatever and wherever, and, therefore, any foreign 
sovereign, the offeader comes within section 4 of the Offences 
Against the Person Act, 1861, and is liable ‘‘ at the discretion 
of the court, to be kept in penal servitude for not more than 
ten years,” as shewn by Reg. v. Most (29 W. R. 758, 7 Q. B. D. 
44); and the Treason Act, 1517, by perpetuating certain parts 
of the formerly temporary 36 Geo. 3, ec 7, punishes with 
death any written expression of an intention to kill the 
sovereign of this country; that part of the enac*ment being 
saved from the general repeals effected by the Treason F-lony 
Act, 1848. Attention may also be directed to the Newspaper 
Libel and Registration Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 60). By 
section 9 of that Act it is the duty of the ‘‘ printers and publishers 
for the time being ” of every newspaper annually in every July 
to wake to a registry office appointed by the Board of Trade 
a return of the title of the newspaper and of the names, occupa- 
tions, places of business (if any), and places of residence of the 
proprietors, there being a fine up to £25 for omission, and also 
a liability to be directed by summary order to make a return. 
The returns are, by section 13 of the Act, to be entered by an 
official in a register which all persons may search and inspect, 
and may require a certified copy of any entry therein, and sec- 
tion 15 directs that every certified copy shall ‘in all proceedings, 
civil or criminal, be accepted as sufficien: prima facie evidence of 
all the matters and things thereby app2aring, unless and until 
the contrary thereof be shewn.” 


Street Musicians in London. 

THE POLICE magistrate at Marlborough-street gave one of his 
decisions the other day on the subject of street music, and we 
cannot say that we are satisfied with this decision. The law 
which hai to be administered is to be found in section 1 of 
27 & 28 Vict. c. 55, by which “any householder within the 
metropolitan district, personally or by his servant, . . . may 
require any street musician or street singer to depart from the 
neighbourhood of the house of such householder on account of 
the illness, or on account of the interruption of the ordinary 
occupations or pursuits of any inmate of such house, or for 
other reasonable or sufficient cause, and every person who shall 
sound or play upon any musical instrumest in any thorough- 
fare or public ga near any such house, after being so required 
to depart, shall be liable to a penalty of not more than forty 
shillings.” The occupier of a house in East Chapel-street, 
Mayfair, appeared to prosecute two persons who had brought 
on organ close to his house. Ose of them played upon the 
crgan, and this playing greatly annoyed the prosecutor, 
who gave them to understand that they interfered with his 
wask. Upon their refusal to desist, the prosecutor gave them in 
charge to 4 police constable. Upon this evidence the magistrate 
proceeded ty «uestion the prosecutor as to the exact words which 
be used, and was told that he said that the defendants were 
playiog to his annoyance, and gave them to understand that 
they were interfering with his work, though he could not repeat 
the exact words which he used. The magistrate is then reported 
to have decided that, as the prosecutor could not renember what 
he said, the defendants must be discharged. After carefully 


perusing the section, we cannot think that the Lezislature 

intended that the actual words of the notice to depart sould be 

ed with the precision of an indictment or other pleading. 

0 tell the “ musician” that he is “ interrupting the ordinary 

pursuits A the ho seholla” would be scarcely an improvement 

upon telling him that he was “ interrupting the werk ” of the 
alae porwss 








Captain Dreyfus and the Court of Cassation. 


Tue action of the French Government for the purpose of 
obtaining a revision of the sentence on Captain Dreyrus shews 
that they will, if convinced that injustice has been done, pay 
little attention to the lapse of time and the decrees of competent 
tribunals. It appears that, on the 26th of last November, 
Captain Dreyros made an application to the Minister of War 
for a revision of his sentence by the military tribunal in 1899 at 
Rennes. The Minister of War held a private inquiry in the 
bureau of his office. The result of this inquiry was that the 
case was referred to the Minister of Justice, who sent the 
different documents to the Procureur-General, and asked him to 
refer the matter to the Criminal Chambers of the Court of 
Cassation. The three chambers of the Court of Cassation have 
accordingly commenced the consideration of the case, sitting as one 
court. The application for the revision of the sentence is under- 
stood to be founded on the discovery of other forgeries by the late 
Colonel Henry in addition to those already proved, and proof 
of the forgery of other documents which were read before the 
Court of Cassation in 1899, and at the military inquiry at 
Rennes. The Procureur-General is of opinion that the decree 
of the Ceurt of Cassation, if it decides in favour of the applica- 
tion, should be that the sentence on Captain Dreyrus be 
finally quashed and annulled, without any further hearing. 
The alternative is that it should be part of the order of the 
court that the case should be remitted for a new trial. It would- 
certainly be more consonant with English ideas that the 
defendant should be relieved from further proceedings. 


‘*The Law-making Mania.’’ 


AN INTERESTING paper by Sir Jonny Macponert bearing the 
above title appears in the last number of the Wineteenth Century. 
The writer observes that the most conspicuous fact to be noted 
as to modern legislation is the volume, the variety, and the rapidity 
of the output. In spite of admirable digests and handbooks, 
and all the modern machinery for rendering knowledge 
accessible, there is, and must be, great difficulty in making 
oneself acquainted with the statute law; a difficulty to be met 
only imperfectly by increased specialization. He points out 
certain narked tendencies in our own legislation and in that of 
other countries; the tendency to restrict the operation 
of contract; the rapid multiplication of statutory regulations as 
to admissions into professions ; and the increase in what may be- 
called emotional legislation, as shewn in a marked distrust of 
punishment in all its forms. What seems to be in conflict with 
this is, that if punishments are milder there are many more 
of them. The Legislature creates every year new offences. 
Penalties are multiplied. Almost every statute of any length 
prohibits conduct hitherto legal. Sir Jonnw Macponext has no 
suggestion to make with regard to the volume of legislation in 
this country, but we learn from the testimony of different 
American writers that the distrust of the results of legislative 
activity in the different States of the American Commonwealth 
has become such that the most popular remedy for existing evils 
is that of biennial legislative sessions. 


The Bills of Exchange Act Amendment Bill. 


Tux Brits of Exchange Act Amendment Bill has again been 
introduced into Parliament and has been strongly recommended 
by the Attorney-General, It will he remembered that the 
object of this Bill is to correct the effect of the decision of the 
House of Lords in Capital and Counties Bank v. Gordon (51 
W. R. 671; 1903, A. O. 240), The result of this decision is 
that bankers are protected by section 82 of the Bills of Exchange 
Act, 1882, only where they receive payment of a crossed cheque 
as agents for collection by a customer, and that they are not 
so protected when they receive payment as holders of the cheque 
on their own account. Bankers have been in the habit of 
treating crossed cheques as cash and allowing their customers 
to draw against thew. Under the law as laid down by the 
House of Lords, the banker, in the event of the customer having 
no title to the cheque, is liablo, and it is doubtful whether he 
can go on offering to his customers tho facilities which they 
require. 
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—as 


Extending the Time for Registration 


of Debentures. 


{ux provisions of section 14 of the Companies Act, 1900, with 
reference to the registration of debentures, and of section 15, 
under which an omission to register within the prescribed period 
of twenty-one days can, under certain circumstances, be rectified, 
have naturally been productive of numerous applications to the 
court, and it was speedily settled that no rectification could be 
allowed to the prejudice of rights already acquired at the date 
of actual registration—a proviso the meaning of which has come 
in question in the recent case of Re Ehrmann Brothers (Limited) 
(ante, p. 526), before Jovcr, J. Section 15 provides that a judge 
of the High Oourt, on being satisfied that the omission to register 
in due time was accidental, or due to inadvertence or some other 
sufficient cause, or was not of a nature to prejudice the position 
of creditors or shareholders of the company, or that on other 
grounds it was just and equitable to grant relief, might, on such 
terms and conditions as seemed to the judge just and convenient, 
order the time for registration to be extended. In Re Joplin’s 
Brewery Co. (Limited) (50 W. R. 75; 1902, 1 Oh, 79) Bucktey, 
J., referred to the analogous provision of section 14 of the Bills 
of Sale Act, 1878, under which a judge of the High Court has 
power to extend the time for registering a bill of sale, and 
pointed out that it had been the practice, in making orders at 





chambers under this section, to introduce the words “ but this | ( 


order is to be without prejudice to the rights of parties acquired 
prior to the time when the bill of sale is actually registered,” 
and since applications under both sections are made without 
notice to creditors, he held that a similar proviso ought to be 
os to orders made under section 15 of the Companies Act, 
900. 

In the next case—Re Spiral Globe (Limited) (50 W. R. 187; 
1902, 1 Ch. 396)—an attempt was made to shew that the cases 
on section 14 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, did not warrant so 
extensive a proviso as that inserted in Re Joplin Brewery Co., 
and that it was sufficient to protect the rights of creditors who 
had become such after the date of the issue of the debentures. 
In Crew v. Cummings (36 W. R. 908, 21 Q. B. D. 420), where 
an execution creditor had intervened, and in Re Parsons § Furber 
(4l W. R. 468; 1893, 2 Q. B. 122), where the grantor of the 
bill of sale had become bankrupt before its registration, the 
court refused to interfere, on the ground that the property in 
the goods had changed, and that it would not be right to rectify 
a mistake after a third party had acquired a title. But Swmren 
Eavy, J., declined to see in these cases any ground for restricting 
the proviso in question. Their principle, he said, was not 
limited in its application to those cases in which the ownership 
of or property in goods or chattels had actually changed ; it 
extended to cases in which the rights of third persons had 
actually accrued and in which they would be prejudicially 
affected if registration were allowed without saving a protect- 
ing those rights. 

In Re Spiral Globe (Limited) a voluntary winding up had 
supervened after the issue of the debentures and before the 
application for an extension of time for registration, so that the 
proviso would have deprived the registration of any practical 
value; but the rights of the debenture-holders were saved by 
the subsequent decision of Jovox, J.—Re Spiral Globe (Limited) 
(Wo. 2) (1902, 2 Ch, 209)—that, under the circumstances, the 
debentures were to be taken as issued, for the purpose of regis- 
tration, before the Act of 1900 came into operation, so that 
registration was not required—a result which has been in effect 
overruled by subsequent cases. But the decision in the earlier 
case of Re Spiral Globe (Limited) was followed by Bucktey, J., 
in Re Abrahams § Sons (Limited) (50 W. R, 284; 1902, 1 Ch. 
695), where also a voluntary winding up had commenced before 
the no eg for an extension of time. On a liquidation, the 
earne judge pointed out, the rights of all creditors attached, 
and he could on no principle take away their strict rights. 
An innocent creditor who had neglected to complete his 
Security could not be allowed to také away the rights of 
other innocent creditors, However, some doubt was cast by 


the Court of Appeal in Re Johnson & Co. (Limited) we W. RB, 
482; 1902, 2 Ch. 101) on the extent to which the cases 


1ad gone, 








and it was said that the cases on the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, did 
not require protection to be given except in favour of creditors 
who had taken some step to enforee their debts before the appli- 
cation for extension of time. ‘The analogy of the Bills of Sale 
Act,” said Cozens-Harpy, L.J., “which Bucxtey, J., took in 
Joplin’s case seems to me to be very close and precise, but speak- 
ing for myself, I doubt whether the words which he has inserted 
—which are a mere transcript of the common form under the 
Bills of Sale Act—would have any effect in protecting creditors 
who had not taken some proceeding to get a charge or security 
upon the goods.” , 

In Re Johnson §& Co. (suprd) the special feature was that 
certain debentures of a series had been issued before the Act of 
1900 came into operation, so as not to require registration, and 
other debentures of the same series were issued after the Act 
came into operation, but were not registered in due time. In 
making an order for extending the time for registration, the 
Court of Appeal introduced special words so as to secure equality 
between all. the debentures of the series, but, subject to this, 
there was the usual proviso that the order was to be without 
prejudice to rights acquired against the holders of the second 
set of debentures prior to the time when they were actually 
registered. No actual decision was given as to the class of 
creditors who were thus protected, and the Court of Appeal did 
no more than make the suggestion above mentioned. In the 
subsequent case of Re Anglo-Oriental Carpet Manufacturing Co. 
51 W. R. 634; 1903, 1 Ch. 914) Buoxtey, J., observed that 
the words of the proviso in the order in Re Johnson § Co. had 
the same effect as those used in the Joplin Brewery case, and 
he held that, where a winding up had occurred after the 
date of the order extending the time for registration, but before 
actual registration of the debentures, the rights of the general 
creditors had accrued, and the debenture-holders could only 
claim to rank with them as unsecured creditors. The words of 
the proviso, whatever their precise limits, clearly included and 
saved the right which the creditors acquired on the passing of 
the winding-up resolution to have the assets realized and dis- 
tributed among them pari passu. 

In the recent case of Re Ehrmann Brothers (Limited) (supra) 
no winding up had occurred before the actual registration of the 
debentures under the order alléwing an extension of time, but 
Joyce, J., held that this made no difference, and that all un- 
secured creditors whose debts existed at the date of actual 
registration were within the proviso, and were entitled to rank 
pari passu with the debenture-holders. In 1900 a company created 
a series of debentures intended to rank pari passu. Some of this 
series were issued before the Act of 1900 came into operation, and 
some after. Those issued after the Act came into operation 
were not registered within the twenty-one days, and by aa order 
made on the 24th of July, 1903, the time for registration was 
extended to the 14th of August, 1903. The order contained the 
usual proviso that it was to be without prejudice to the rights 
of parties acquired against the holders of the debentures in 
question prior to the time of actual registration. The debentures 
were registered before the extended date. In a debenture- 
holders’ action an inquiry was directed as to which of the 
unsecured creditors of the company at suchdate of registration 
still remained unsatisfied, and upon further consideration the 
question arose whether such creditors ranked with the debenture- 
holders whose debentures had been registered under the 
order. Joves, J., treated Re -Angle-Oriental Manufacturing 
Co. (supra) as shewing that the proviso debarred the 
debenture-holders from taking priority over soas who 
were unsecured creditors before the registration. Had he beea 
unfettered by authority, he would have been disposed to say 
that the ordinary unsecured creditors did not acquire any rights 
against the holders of the debentures unless they acquired 
rights against the property changed by the debentures. Since 
this was the view suggested by the Court of Appeal in Ae 
Johnson & Cv., it is perhaps singular that the | judge did 
not act upon his own opinion instead of following Ae Angie- 
Oriental Carpet Co., especially since he pointed out some of the 
inconveniences that might follow; and since, moreover, 
had been no winding up before istration, such as had 
ooourred in that case. He held, however, that it was immaterial 
to Bvoxury, J.'s, decision whether the registration was before or 
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after the winding up. In this state of affairs it seems not 
improbable that the Court of Appeal will have a chance of 
siying whether the views advanced in Re Johnson § Co. are to be 
taken as limiting the effect of the proviso or no. 








Restrictions on User of Goods, 


Tpx principle on which a restrictive covenant relating to land 
can enforced against a purchaser of the land from the 
covenantor has been most clearly stated by Farwett, J., in Re 
Nisbet and Pott’s Contract (1905, 1 Ch., at p. 396), and approved 
by the Court of Appeal (1906, 1 Ch. 386). He there says: 
‘¢ Qovenants restricting the enjoyment of land, except, of course, 
as between the contracting parties and those privy to the contract, 
are not enforceable by anything in the nature of action or suit 
founded on contract. Such actions and suits alike depend on 
privity of contract, and no possession of the land coupled 
with notice of the covenants can avail to create such 
privity: Cor v. Bishop (8 De G.M. & G. 815). But if the 
covenant be negative, so as to restrict the mode of use and 
enjoyment of the land, then there is called into existence 
an equity attached to the property of such a nature 
that it is annexed to and runs with it in equity: Zulk v. Moxhay 
(2 Ph. 774). This equity, although created by covenant or 
contract, cannot be sued on as such, but stands on the same 
footing with and is completely analogous to an equitable charge 
on real estate created by some predecessor in title of the present 
owner of the land charged. It is clear, therefore, that 
the person entitled to the benefit of the restrictive negative 
covenant over Blackacre has an equitable interest in Blackacre, 
and that such interest has the same nature and qualities as any 
other equitable interest in land in respect of priority, notice and 
the like, but that notice forms no part of the cause of action in 
respect of such equitableinterest. The plaintiff's claim depends 
on the validity and priority of his own charge, not on any 
notice, unless and until the owner of the land set up as a defence 
the plea of purchaser for value without notice and with the legal 
estate,” 

If that is the true principle on which the rule depends, the 
question arises whether the same principle is not applicable to 
what we shall call for clearness goods. The point arose in 
Taddy §& Co. v. Sterious § Co, (1904, 1 Ch. 354), before SwinrEn 
Eapy, J., where the facts were these: The plaintiffs sold to one 
Nerren, a wholesale dealer, a number of packets of tobacco, 
subject to certain terms fixing the minimum price at which the 
packets were to be resold. Those terms were printed and 
fixed to every box in which the packets of tobacco were 
made up. Nertren sold to the defendant a number of these 
packets. The defendant, at the time of his get se had 
full notice of the conditions. He subsequently commenced 
to sell the packets for less than the minimum price fixed 
by the conditions. The plaintiff brought an action seeking 
to restrain the defendant from so doing, alleging, among other 
grounds, that, the defendant having bought with notice of the 
restrictive conditions, was bound by them. Swinren Eapy, J., 
in dismissing the action, said that ‘‘ conditions of this kind do 
not run with goods and cannot be imposed upon them. Subse- 
quent purchasers, therefore, do not take subject to any conditions 
which the court can enforce.” In McGruther v. Pitcher (1904, 
2 Ch. 306), a case very similar to Tadd vy. Sterious (supra), 
Romer, L.J., said: ‘‘Can the plaintiffs succeed on the ground 
that they are selling goods, and that they purported to attach a 
condition to the resale of the goods, al that the defendant 
was informed of this condition when he purchased the goods? 
Clearly to my mind they cannot. A vendor cannot in that way 
enforce a condition on the sale of his goods out and out, and, 
by printing the so-called condition upon some part of the goods 
or on the case containing them, say that every subsequent 
purchaser of the goods is bound to comply with the condition, 
so that if he does not comply with the condition he can be sued 
by the original vendor. That is clearly wrong. You cannot in 
that way»make conditions run with goods.” In Badische Anilin 
Und Soda Fabrik vy. Isler (1906, 1 Ch., at p. 611) Bucgtey, J., 
also seems to take the same view. 

In the case of patented goods the law is different, owing to 








the peculiar nature of a patent. In the case of patented goods, 
anyone who “makes, uses, exercises, or vends’’ the article 
without the patentee’s licence is liable as an infringer. On the 
the sale of a patented article, the property in the article, of 
course, passes, but that alone is not enough, for unless the 
purchaser also gets the patentee’s licence to “ use, exercise, or 
vend ” the article, he would be liable as an infringer: British 
Mutoscope, fe» Co. v. Homer (1901, 1 Ch. 671). In the ordinary 
case, therefore, such a licence is implied (see Zhomas v. Hunt, 17 
CO. B. N. 8.183; and Incandescent Gas Light Co. v. Cantello, 
12 Rep. Pat. Cas., at p. 264), though in the case of an article 

atented, say, in both France and England, if the patentee had sold 
bis French patent, the — of the patented article from 
the patentee in England would only get an implied licence to 
“use, exercise, or vend” the article in England: see Betts y, 
Willmott (L. R. 6 Ch. App., at p. 245). It is clear, therefore, 
that if a licence to ‘‘use, exercise, and vend” is essential in 
addition to having the property in the patented article, that 
licence may be given or withheld, or given on such terms as the 
patentee thinks right. Thus the licence may be given to the 
purchaser personally, and not to any Peeper from him or to him, 
and certain defined purchasers from him or to him, and purchasers 
from him subject to certain conditions. It does not follow, 
therefore, that the acquisition of a good title to the property in 
the patented article itself will entitle the owner to use it as he 
pleases. In order to be able to ‘‘ use, exercise, or vend ” it at all, he 


must be able to shew that the patentee gave the original purchaser - 


such a licance as will enable him, the owner, to ‘‘ use, exercise, or 
vend” it free from any conditions, and the fact that at the time 
of his purchase the owner was not aware of those conditions is no 
answer to an action for infringement: Badische Anilin Und Soda 
Fabrik v. Isler (1906, 1 Ch., at p. 611). Where, however, the 
patentee’s agent sells the article without telling the purchaser 
of the conditions which the patentee desires to impose, the 
purchaser will not be bound, for the patentee will be estopped 
from saying that in such case the purchaser did not obtain a 
general licence to “ use, exercise, or vend” the article as he 
wished (Incandescent Gas Light Co., 12 Rep. Pat. Cas. 262); so 
also where the article itself had certain conditions affixed to it, 
the patentee will be estopped from saying that the licence he 
gave the original purchaser contained other conditions than 
those so affixed to the article: Badische Anilin Und Soda Fubrik 
v. Isler (1906, 1 Ch. 605). 


It is obvious that the law on this point affecting patented 
goods is of no assistance in ascertaining the principle which 
underlies the other cases, patented goods being sui juris owing 
to the unique nature of the rights conferred by the patent. 
Now, if the owner of goods, having let them out on hire, sub- 
sequently sells them before the period of the hiring agreement 
expires, the purchaser of the goods does not acquire the benefit 
of, or incur any obligation in respect of, the stipulations in the 
hiring agreement: see Splidt v. Bowles (10 East 279), De Mattos 
v. Gibson (4 Do G. & J., at p. 295). The benefit and obligation 
of such stipulations do not run with the goods in the same way 
as they run with land, though the purchaser, having bought 
with notice of the hiring agreement, buys subject to it, and 
cannot, therefore, do anything to interfere with his vendor 
performing his contractual obligations: De Mattos v. Gibson 
(suprd, at p. 299). The fact, however, that such stipulations in 
hiring agreements do not run at law is of no assistance in con- 
sidering whether a restrictive covenant agreed upon as between 
the original vendor and the purchaser from him can be enforced 
against a subsequent purchaser with notice, for it must be 
remembered that the decision in Zulk v. Moxhay is based, as 
above stated, on quite a different principle from the running of 
covenants with the land, as between landlord and tenant, which 
existed at common law. As will be seen frgm the quotations 
from Zuddy v. Sterious and McGruther vy. Pitcher, no reasons 
were given for the decision. In each case the judges content 
themselves with saying that covenants do not run with goods, 
which, so far as it goes, is accurate, as shewn above. But 
they do not give any reasons why the principle of Zulk v. Moxhay 
should not apply to goods as wellas toland. As Kyignt-Bruce, 
L.J., said in De Mattos v. Gibson (supra, at p. 282), “ Reason and 
justice seem to prescribe that, at least as a general rule, where 
a man by gift or purchase acquires property from another, with 
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knowledge of a previous contract, lawfully and for valuable 
consideration made by him with a third person, to use and 
employ the property for a particular purpose in a specified 
manner, the acquirer shall not, to the material damage of the 
third person, in opposition to the contract and inconsistently 
with it, use and employ the property in a manner not allowable 
to the giver or seller.” Why, then, should not a purchaser of 
oods with notice of a restrictive condition be bound to observe 
that condition? It must remain for the House of Lords to 
answer the question. : 








Reviews. 


Patents. 


THE LAW AND PRACTICE RELATING TO LETTERS PATENT FOR 
INVENTIONS. By THomAs TERRELL, K.C. Fourtu EpITiIon. 
By CourtNEY TERRELL, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited), 

Mr. Terrell’s work on the Law of Patents has long been recognized 
as an able and useful treatise on the subject with which it deals. Its 
popularity is attested by the fact that a fourth edition bas now been 
reached. It is an interesting circumstance that the author has felt 
himself justified in entrusting the preparation of this edition to his 
sop, not without good warrant, as a perusal of the book will shew. 
At this time a writer on this subject must be prepared to have the 
value of his work estimated, to some extent, at all events, by the 
manner in which he deals with the topics of the new system of 
examination of applications for patents and the enforcement of 
compulsory licences. On the former of these Mr. C. Terrell supplies 
a clear and useful statement of the working of the new practice. His 
treatment of the latter is to the point, though somewhat slight. He 
has obviously taken great pains to keep the book well up to date, and 
the number of cases decided since the last edition which are not 
merely cited, but discussed, is very considerable. The Supplementary 
International Convention does not appear to be mentioned, but this is 
the only omission we have been able to discover. On the other hand, 
the Trade-Marks Act of 1905 is included, although it lies outside the 
real scope of the work. The book is one which practitioners may 
consult with confidence and advantage. 





Real Property. 


PRINCIPLES OF THE LAW oF REAL PROPERTY: INTENDED AS A First 
Book FOR THE USE OF STUDENTS IN CONVEYANCING. By the late 
JosHvua WILLIAMS, of Lincoln’s-inn, one of her Majesty’s Counsel. 
TWENTIETH Epition. Re-arranged and Partly Re-written by 
his son, T. Cyprian WILLIAMs, Barrister-at-Law, LL.B., Author 
of a Treatise on the Law of Vendor and Purchaser. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited). ” 

_ When a work like the present has reached the twentieth edition it 
is safe to conclude that it has passed beyond the sphere of ordinary 
criticism, and the only question is how far the editor has succeeded 
in adapting it to recent developments of the law. It has been in the 
hands of the present editor since the fourteenth edition, published in 
1882, so that he has had to incorporate the changes in the law 
which have resulted from the Conveyancing and Settled Land Acts, as 
well as those due to the steady output of judicial industry. The 
present edition has little to contribute in the way of statutory change, 
but the recent decisions in Re Ashfurth (1905, 1 Ch. 535) and Re 
Mortimer (1905, 2 Ch. 502) have been added to the statement of the 
doctrine of remoteness as applicable to contingent remainders, and 
the question is discussed whether equitable contingent remainders are 
subject to the rule in [Whitby v. Mitchell (44 Ch. D. 85) with respect 
to legal remainders, as well as to the rule against perpetuities. 
Having regard to the subtleties which afflict the law as to 
contingent remainders and executory interests, the student will 
doubtless agree with the editor that “‘ the subject of remoteness of 
limitation is particularly distinguished by what the Romans termed 
inelegantia juris.” Part VII. contains an account of the system of 
registration of title, and the editor points out the disadvantages 
under which the proprietor of a registered charge labours as com- 
pared with a legal mortgagee under an ordinary mortgage. The 
modern law of real property is, as he remarks in his concluding 
summary, a system of great complexity, but under his careful super- 
vision Williams on Real Property remains one of the most useful 
text-books for acquiring a knowledge of it. 





Books of the Week. 


American Law Review. May-June, 1906. Editors: Lkonarp A. 
Jones, Boston; Hannis TAYLOR, Wasbington. Reeves & Tyrner. 





The Law of Banking; with an Appendix on the Law of Stock 
Exchange Transactions. By HEBER Hart, LL.D. (Lond.), 
Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition, Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The Law of Licensing Affecting the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors, 
and Theatres, Muric and Dancing Halls, and Billiard Rooms. By 
J. B. B. MacManon, B.A, (Lond.), Barrister-at-Law. Effinghem 
Wilson. 

The English Reports. 
containing De Gex & Smale, Vols. 2 to 5. 
Edivburgh ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Aids to the Final: being a Complete Guide to Self-preparation for 
the Final (Pass and Honours) Examinations of the Law Society. 
Thirteenth Edition. By ALBERT GIBSON and ARTHUR WELDON, 
Joint Editors of the Law Notes, &c. Law Notes Publishing Offices. 


Vol. LXIV.: Vice-“hancellor’s Court IX., 
William Green & Sons, 








Points to be Noted. 


Company Law. 


Director— Debts of—Purchase by Co-director With View to 
Disqualifying Him.— Most sets of articles of association provide that 
a director shall be disqualified ‘‘ if he becomes bankrupt.” In a case 
last year a rather curious point arose with reference to a director’s 
debts. One director of a company was indebted to a number of 
tradesmen to the amount of about £90 in the aggregate. A co-director 
took an absolute assignment by deed of the debts, and thereby cove- 
nanted with them and each of them that, in case he should recover and 
realize the amount of the debts from the debtor, he would 
immediately pay over what le had realized after payment of all 
costs ronan by him. Notice in wi.ting of the assignment was 
given to the debtor, who was promptly sued by his co-director for 
the amount of the debts. The plaintiff frankly admitted that, being 
dissatisfied with the action of the defendant as director, he had taken 
the assignment with a view to procuring an adjudication against him 
and so getting him removed from the directorate; but it was held 
that this was no defence to the action,as the assignment was not 
invalid either as savouring of maintenance or being in any way 
contrary to public policy.—Fitzroy v. Cave (C.A., June 9, 1905) 
(1906, 2 K. B. 364). 

Residence or Domicil of a Company—Income Tax.—Where 
does a company reside? This question often arises with reference to 
the service of process, and as to the jurisdiction of courts. It seems 
that there are dicta of the American courts to the effect that a cor- 
poration can have no residence outside the sovereignty of the country 
wherein, and under the laws of which, it is incorporated; though, in 
the view of the Master of the Rolls, these dicta are not inconsistent 
with the possibility of a corporation carrying on business in another 
country and being to some extent amenable to its laws. 
‘« However this may be in American law,” he says, ‘‘it seems to me 
clear that by the law of this country a foreign corporation is capable 
of residing in this country.” Moreover, as pointed out by Lord St. 
Leonards in Carron Iron Co. v. Maclaren (5 H. L. C. 416), a company 
may, for the purposes of jurisdiction, be deemed to have two domicils. 
The Master of the Rolls, in the case now under consideration, says 
that it is really a question of fact whether, under all the circumstances 
of a particular case, a foreign company can be deemed to have a 
residence in this country. In the case before him the question was 
whether the De Beers Consolidated Mines (Limited) was a ‘‘ person 
residing in the United Kingdom” within the meaving of section 2, 
Schedule D, of the Income Tax Act, 1843. Shortly stated, the company 
was registered in a British colony, and its business was to dig for 
diamonds in South Africa, and sell them in England, where the 
majority of the directors resided and held their meetings. It was 
held that the company resided in England.—D£ BEERs ConsoLIDATED 
Mines (Limirep) (C.A., June 6, 1905) (1905, 2 K. B. 612). 








It is announced that Mr, Justice Bigham has fixed the next siiting of the 
Railway and Canal Commission Court at the Royal Courts of Justice on 
Tuesday, July 17th, and following days, if necessary. 

Inthe House of Commons, on the 13th inst., Mr. Scott asked the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department if his attention had been called to the 
fact that twenty-five servants of tramway companies had been dismissed 
from their employment for acts of fraud in connection with the system 
adopted by a number of newspapers of offering rewards of money for tram 
and omnibus tickets bearing certain numbers, and that in the same 
connection a child had lost its life; and, in view of these facts, would he 
take steps to put a stop, by legislation or otherwise, to this scheme of 
advertising. Mr. Gladstone said: My attention has not been called to 
the dismissal of employés of tramway companies, but, as I have al: 
said, I regret the practice of the newspapers referred to. The question of 
the legality of the system is still under consideration, and I understand 
that application willbe made to a trate, who recently dismissed a 
charge, to state a case for the opinion of the High Court, 
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Cases of the Week. New Orders, &c. fn the Ma 
- ar ‘ 2 and 
High Court—Chancery Division. The Middlesex County Council Act, 1808. In the Ma 
Re ELLIS. HARDCASTLE v. ELLIS. Buckley, J. 15th June, RULES, MADE IN Pursvuance or Section 36, Sun-secrion 2, or THE Mippirgey under 
Practice—AtTracHMENtT—Fovr-paAy Orper—OrpDER on Two Persons— County Councit Act, 1898, ann DaTep May 25, 1906. 
Service on One Onty—‘ Arter ServicE or THs ORDER.”’ Short Title and Commencement. choot 
Motion. This was a motion in a creditor’s administration action for The following Rules may be cited as The Middlesex County Council a eT 
leave to issue a writ of attachment against the defendant P. E. Ellis. The | Act, 1898, Rules, and shall come into operation the Ist day of July, 1906, 4 
following order had been made in the action on the 31st of January, 1906 : Sites to Council 
«Tt is ordered that the defendants W. P. Ellis and P. E. Ellis do within , ee a eee 
four days after service of this order lodge in court, as described in the | 1. The notice to the Council of intention to apply for the removal of 
schedule hereto, £360 14s. 5d. appearing . . to be due from them as | proceedings into the High Court shall be in writing, signed by the In the Hig 
executors of the late defendant Eliza Ellis.’ The order had been duly | Defendant or his solicitor, and shall be served in the ordinary way at the ing’ 
served upon the defendant P. E. Ellis, but not upon the defendant W. P. | address for service of the Council, or by prepaid letter directed to the In the Mat 
Ellis, who could not be found. The evidence was that the defendants had | Clerk fof the Council at that address, and on the service of such notice and 
sold a house forming part of the estate of the testatrix, and had received | the Clerk of the said Council, or his deputy, shall give or send to the In the Mat 
the proceeds, that the defendant W. P. Ellis had subsequently gone | Defendant or his Solicitor by the next post a receipt for the same. under 
abroad, and that the only address he had left was ‘‘ Poste Restante, Address for Servies Whereas 
General Post Office, Cape Town.”” The money had not been paid into F ‘ fangs P upon the s 
court. The question was whether the order could be enforced until it had | _ 2. The address for service of the Council shall be at the Office of the the said 
been served upon both defendants. It was contended in support of the | Council for the time being. Section 36 
motion that the order was in respect of a joint and several debt and could Application for Removal. summons 
be enforced against either of the executors, and that a writ of attachment | . ,, ce Soe h ' : Bench Div: 
was a process of execution, and was for the purposes of practice a writ of 3. The application for an Order for the removal of any Summons into determines 
execution under ord. 42, r. 8, and therefore could be enforced against each | the High Court, shall be in writing, signed as aforesaid, and shall be made Dated tl 
defendant separately "and that if service must be effected on both | toa Master of the Supreme Court and filed in the High Court within seven 
defendants before it could be enforced, one of several defaulting trustees days after the service of the notice on the Council. 
Tao teipondent asd not a its order by keeping out of the way. Documents to be Lodged with the High Court. 
Bucxtey, J.—The question I have to decide is as to the true construction 4, At the time of filing the application, the Defendant shall lodge a. 
of the order of the 31st of January, 1905. Do the words “after service of | copy of the notice served on the Council, and the receipt for the same. 
this order’? mean after service on both defendants, or after service upon lrdee oft : 
the one against whom it is sought to enforce the order? I think that the oa vas of te Santer. : q 
latter is the true construction, and that the service of the order is sufficient. | _ 5. The Master shall, on the filing of the application, make an Order 
Leave granted.—Covnset, Buckmaster, K.C., and H. Greenwood, Soxicrrors, forthwith that the Summons, and all proceedings thereunder, be removed May 25 
Jaques § Co. for Samuel Wright, Morgan, § Co., Bradford. into the King’s Bench Division of the High Court, and thereupon the y *, 


[ Reported by Neviiie Tessurtt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


BRADFIELD v. THE GUARDIANS OF THE CHELTENHAM UNION. 
Buckley, J. 15th June. 


Loca GoveRNMENT—GUARDIAN — DisQuaLIricaTION —CoMPOSITION WITH 
Creprrors—Country Covrr ApMINnistRATION OnpER—LocAL GOVERNMENT 
Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 73), s. 46. 

Motion. This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiff George Bradfield, 
for an injunction to restrain the defendants from interfering with him in 
the exercise of his office of guardian of the poor of the North Ward of the 
Borough of Cheltenham. ‘The plaintiff was elected guardian in March, 
1904. In December, 1905, at the Cheltenham County Court, on his own 
application, an administration order was made against the plaintiff under 
section 122 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, for payment of his debts to the 
extent of 10s. in the £ by instalments of 8s. per month. In February, 
1906, the board of guardians passed a resolution that the plaintiff had 
become disqualified for holding the office, and another person was elected 
in his place. The plaintiff brought the above action for a declaration 
that he was not disqualified, and for an injunction in the terms followed by 
the notice of motion. By the Local Government Act, 1894, s. 46, a person 
was disqualified for being a member of a board of guardians if within five 
years before or if since his election he had ‘‘ been adjudged bankrupt or 
made a composition or arrangement with his creditors.’’ It was stated 
that this procedure of writ and motion had been adopted as the easiest 
method of getting the question judicially determined. 

Buckey, J.—The effect of the machinery of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
and the rules made under section 122 is that, the case being one falling 
under the section, the debtor approaches the county court with a request 
that the court will make an order the result of which will be that the 
creditors will be bound to take, in this case 10s. in the £, in satis- 
faction of their debts, and when that is done the debtor will be 
discharged from his debts to the scheduled creditors. It appears to me 
that a person who has availed himself of that machinery has ‘‘ made a 
composition or an arrangement with his creditors.’’ He could not make 
it without the concurrence of the court, but he has availed himself of 
certain statutory means of making a composition with his creditors, and 
he makes the composition by applying to a court of competent jurisdic- 
tion to make the order at his request. The words of the Act of 1894, if 
the debtor ‘‘ has made a composition ” with his creditors, are wide enough 
to cover every composition, however made, by the debtor with his creditors. 
I think that there has been a composition here with the creditors, and I 
refuse the motion. Motion refused.—Counset, Corrie Grant; Macmorran, 
K.C., and Lacey Smith. Soxricrrors, C. 7. Courtney Lewis, for G. T. 
Wellington, Gloucester ; Crowders, Vizard, Oldham, § Co., for Ticehursts, 
Meliquham, § Wyatt, Cheltenham, 

[Reported by Nevitte Tezsu1t, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


The London Gazette announces that the King has been pleased by Letters 
Patent under the Great Seal to grant to the Right Honourable Sir James 
aoa Kt., late one of the Lords Justices of Appeal, an annuity of 

’ . 





jurisdiction of the Justices shall cease, and thereafter, except where by 
these rules it is otherwise provided, all proceedings shall be had and taken 
as in an Action in that Division, as nearly as circumstances will admit, 


Service of Order on Justices’ Clerk. 


6. After the order has been made the applicant shall forthwith transmit 
the same by post, or otherwise, to the Clerk to the Justices for the Petty 


T 












Sessions or Court at which the Summons removed was returnable. are ete 
Justices’ Clerk to Transmit Summons to High Court. ge 

7. On receipt of the copy of the Order, the Clerk to the Justices shall following , 
transmit to the Senior Master of the Supreme Oourt, by post or otherwise, Willis, pr 
the original summons. Frederick | 

Summons Equivalent to Writ. Frank J. } 

8. The summons, when transmitted under the last preceding rule, shall cathe ms 
be of the same force and effect as a Writ of Summons endorsed with a 8 
Statement of Claim in an ordinary Action in the High Court : rage 

(2) And the Defendant may appear thereto at the Central Office, min : 
and in default of appearance the plaintiffs may proceed as in night 1S t 
case of default in appearance to a Writ. pointmer 

(6) The Summons shall be served on the Defendant, together with 4 = ao 1 
Statement that if the Defendant appears the Plaintiffs will pro- y 
ceed to trial without pleadings ; and the Defendant shall not be 
entitled to require any further Statement of Claim unless the 
Court or a Judge shall otherwise order : 

(c) And the Action shall proceed as an Action under R.S.C. Order 
XVILIa. 

FORMS. 
Notice or Intention to Remove Proceepinas. + The follo 
In the Matter of the Middlesex County Council Act, 1898, a Goong 
and Ay 
In the Matter of a Summons served upon M.T., Mid¢ 
under Section 35 of the said Act. 

Take notice that I intend to apply to a Master of the Supreme Court for Class I. - 
an Order that the above-mentioned Summons, and all proceedings there- Class Ir 
under, may be removed into His Majesty’s High Court of Justice. Franklin. [ 

Dated this day of ) oe neux, LT 

(Signed) A. A. Bcho 

(Defendant or his Solicitor). Class it 

To the County Council of Middlesex. G1: 8. B 

Recerrt vor Notice or Inrenrion to Remove Proceepines. ©. N. Cur! 

Tn the Matter of the Middlesex County Council Act, 9898, oe. 
and +; N. 

In the Matter of a Summons served upon Hulee, H. | 

under Section 35 of the said Act. Iqbal, L.1. 

Received on the day of 19 , at the Office of the County H. E, Meas 
Council of Middlesex, a notice that application will be made for the Nathan, I. 
removal into the High Court of the Summons served on Palmer, L. 
under Section 35 of the Middlesex County Council Act, 1898. LL; Khu 

Dated this day of 19: P. F. Roset 

(Signed) Smith, M.’ 
(Clerk of the County Council of Middlesex or his Deputy). aad A. R. | 
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APPLICATION FOR REMOVAL OF PROCEEDINGS. 
In the Matter of the Middlesex County Council Act, 1898, 


and 
In the Matter of a Summons served upon 
under Section 35 of the said Act." 


To one of the Masters of the Supreme Court. 


by apply for an Order that the said Summons and all proce 
oar a be removed into His Majesty’s High Court of Justice. 
Dated this day of 19 . 
: (Signed) ; 
(Defendant or his Solicitor.) 
Oper ror Removal. 


In the High Court of Justice, 
King’s Bench Division. ‘ 
In the Matter of the Middlesex County Council Act, 1898, 
d 


ani 
In the Matter of a Summons served upon 
under Section 35 of the said Act. 

Whereas it appearing that the above-mentioned Summons was served 
i on the day of 19 . And whereas 
the said has duly filed an application under the provisions of 
Section 36, sub-section 2, of the said Act, it is ordered that the said 
summons and all proceedings thereunder be transferred to the King’s 
Bench Division of the High Court of Justice, and that the same be there 


determined. 
Dated this day of we... 
(Signed) 
(A Master of the Supreme Court). 
Loresurn, C. 
AtverstonE, O.J. 
R. Hern Coutrys,'M.R. 
R. Vavenan Wit.ias, L.J. 
J. Gore. Barnes, P. 
Artuur Kexewics, J. 
R. J. PARKER. 


May 25, 1906. C. M. Barker. 








Societies. 


The London Law Clerks’ Association. 


Ata well-attended meeting of the above association, held at the Holborn 
Restaurant on the 12th inst., the ra’es were fiually passed and settled. 
Mr. Edmund Watson having announced, to the great regret of the 
members present, that he was nolonger able to act as hon. wong! the 
following honorary officers were elected for the ensuing year: Mr. William 
Willis, president, Messrs. Stockbridge and Harvey, trustees; Mr. 
Frederick Dyke, treasurer; and Mr. Alfred C. Warwick, secretary. Mr. 
Frank J. Pickett was also elected toserve on the committee in place of 
Mr. 0. C. Boutwood, retired. In a speech towards the close of the 
meeting, the president denounced the present system of appointment by 
patronage to the various public legal offices as a great injustice to law 
c'erks, who are generally more qualified for the positions than those who 
usually get them, and stated that a meeting would be that day fort- 
night for the purpose of discussing the best method of getting those 
appointments thrown open to law clerks. At the close of the meeting 
many new members joined. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Council of Legal Education. 


+ The following are the awards of the Council upon the Trinity Examina- 
tion, held in Lincoln’s-inn Hall on the 28th, 29th, 30th, and 31st of May, 
aud the Ist of June. L.I. means Lincoln’s-inn; I.T., Inner Temple; 
M.T., Middle Temple ; and G.I., Gray's-inn :— 

Roman Law. 

Class I,-R. W. Fowell and V. J. Patel, L.I. 

Class If—W. L. F. Davies, I.T.; H. 8. K. Edie, M.T.; A. E. C. 
Franklin, I.T.; 8. ©. Ghosh, M.T.; J. H. Greenwood, I.T. ; J. H. Moly- 
ueux, L.I.; Brahma Nand and Mahabir Prasad, G.I.; J. K. Roy and 
A. A. Schoch, M.'T’. ; George Thomas, I.T. 

Class II[.—F,. H. Baber, I.T.; P. L. Beard and J. A. Chamberlain, 
G.L; 8. B. Chester and ©. H. E. Chubb, M.T.; F. P. Croshaw, I.T. ; 
©. N. Curling, L.I.; E. 8. Dassenaike, I.T. ; J. C. Davies, M.T.; 8. Y. 
Deshmukh, L.f.; E. P. Everest, M.'l'.; E. A. Faunch, G.I.; R. B. Foster 
LI.; N. Goswami, G.I.; W. L. Greenlees, I.T.; Dyal Har, Edward 
Hulse, H. P. Hulse, K. I. J. Hyam, and G. 8. Ingram, M.T.; 8, M. 
igbal, L.I.; N. G. B. James, G I. ; Arnold Jones and W. W. Lane, I.T. ; 
H. E. Measor and Shamuath Mushran, M.T.; Jaggan Nath, G.I. ; Edward 
Nathan, I.T.; M. H. Nawaz, L.1.; BE. M. F. Nicholson, M.T.; 0. E. 
Palmer, L.I.; J. A. O. Payne and F. W. Perceval, I.T.; E. F. Quartey, 
L.L.; Khushi Ram, G.I.; R. M. D. Reid, I.T.; ©. A. K. Renshaw, L.I. ; 
P. F. Rosettenstein, G.I.; R. B. 0. Sheridan, C. W. Slaughter, and D. 8. 


Of the 92 examined, 59 passed. Two candidates were postponed until 
the Hilary Examination, 1907 the 


ConstituTionaAL Law, Enoiish aNnp CoLontaL, AND Lecat History. 


Class I.—No award. 

Class II.—R. E. Cornwall, 8. A. G. Cox, G. F. Kingham, and J. J. 
Lambert, M.T.; 8S. P. Mitra, G.I.; R. W. Needham, M.T.; Howell 
Owen, I.T.; A. H. Pargeter and Herbert Phillips, M.T. ; W. W. Phillips, 
I.T.; F. P. E. L. Potter. A. W. Priestley, and Walter Saise, G.I. 

Class III.—Bernard Alexander and F. H. Baber, I.T.; F. C. 
M.T.; Maurice Barnett, G.I.; W. J. Bees, M.T.; H. 
G. Bushe and C. H. Campagnac, M.T.; R. 8. Carrapiett, L. R. 
Castle, I.T.; T. H. Charles, M.T. ; R. F. Cheux, G.I. ; C. A. Child, M. 
André Cipraini, G.I. ; J. A. Copland, M.T.; A. G. Corbett, LT. ; 


: 


Corfield, M.T.; Albert Crew, G.I.; A. H. 8. Cripps, M.T.; W. A. P. 
Critchley, I.T.; W. C. Croasdell, G.I.; T. L. mbie, L.I.; E. 8, 
Drassenaike, I.T.; A. B. B. de Tscharner and M. M. Doctor, M.T.; J. 
H. Dranefield, I.T. ; H. 8. K. Edie, M.T. ; A. H. Edwards and G. T. Fitz- 
Gerald, I.T.; C. G. E. Fletcher, G.I. ; W. 8. Gibson, L.I.; R. F. Hay- 
ward, C. V. H. Helyar, A. C. Heward-Bell, Hubert Hickman, and G. D. 
Hobson, I.T.; W. OC. Howe, M.T.; John Isaacs, L.I., F. O. Lowe, 
M.T.; Alfred Mangena, L.I.; E. E. Matthews, G.I.: Anthon 
Meimarachi and I. E. Melvill, I.T.; J. H. Molyneux, L.I.; K. L. 
Mukerjee, M.T.; F. J. Newman and F. W. 


Perceval, 
Powell, G.I. ; ; 

chelam Ramachender, M.T.; J. G. H. Randles, I.T.; H. P. Rashleigh, 
L.I; V. C. Richards and Edgar Rosewall, M.T.; M. L. Sadh, L.I.; C. P. 
Scott and G. W. Scott, I.T.; Joseph Shaw and C. W. Slaughter, M.T. ; 
William Taylor, G.I. ; George Thomas, I.T.; T. F. Tremearne, L.I.; H. 
B. Turle and Thomas Usher, I.T.; Mohanlal Varma, G.I.; H. C. W. 
Verney, I.T.; J. L. Walker, G.I.; Mohammad Wassim, L.I.; W. H. 
Wellsman, L.T.; L. A. C. Wharton, G.I.; W. H. Whitehouse, [.T.; J. 
A. P. Wild, G.I. 

Of the 118 examined, 89 passed. 


Evivence, Procepurr, AND Crmmnat Law. 


Class I.—J. E. E. Bankes and F. E. Bray, I.T. 
Class II.—T. W. N. Barlow, L.I.; H. H. Barne, I.T.; N. de M. Bent- 
wich, L.I. ; C. B. Cooper, G.I.; A. H.S. Cripps, M.T. ; C.D. G. Drayton 
and R. 8. Ellis, I.T. ; D. 8. ‘Flemming, L.I.; John Flowers and A. E. E. 

I.T.; H. E. Glaisyer, L.I.; R. G. h, I.T.; V. N. Mehta, 
ips, I.T. ; Charanjit Rai, L.I.; P. J. G. Rose, LT. ; 
E. W. Shepperson, G.I ; F. H. Toyne, I.T. ; Meredith Young, L.I. 

Class III.—E. V. Bacon, I.T.; 8. P. Basu, L.I.; T. H. Bedford and 
T. H. D. Bell, L.T.; F. N. J. Blundell, L.I.; F. E. Bodel, G.I.; W. F. 
Boger, M.T.; W. J. S. Carrapiett, L.I.; J. D. Oassels, M.T.; E.R M. 
Castle, I.T.; M. P. Choudhuri, L.I. ; O. B. Clarke, I.T.; H. B. Copinger, 
M.T.; A. G. Corbett, I.T.; K. K. Deb, L.I.; Gerald Dodson, den 
Donkin, J. H. Dransfield, and G. M. FitzGerald, I.T.; C. J. D. Freeth 
and J. OC. Ghose, M.T.; W. 8. Gibson, L.I. ; St. John Hutchinson, M.T.; 
W. T. Ivemey, I.T.; M. A. Khan, C. A. Kirby, and Nand Lal, L.I.; 
Hugh Makins and M. F. J. McDonnell, [.T.; A. E. Milne and Manin- 
dranath Mullick, G.I.; Isaac Nahon, M.T.; Suraj Narain and M. H. 

M. 
> 


Joggan Nath, G.I. ; 
I.T.; G. P. Pillai, M.T.; P. P. Pope, LT.; G. A. 
G. W. Profeit, L.I.; 8S. A oe and Kola- 


Nawaz, L.I.; Giles Oats, M.T.; F. J. Pollock, L,I.; Khushi Ram, G.I. ; 
V. C. Richards, M.T.; H. D. Samuels and Maung San Wa, L.I.; A. 
Scott, M.T.; P. K. Sinha, L.I.; 8. N. Simha, M.T.; A. L. Sheph 
R. H. R. Stewart, and K. A. R. § m, L.T.; William Taylor, G.I. ; 
W. U. Timmis, L.I.; R. J. L. ll, M.T.; Herbert Watkinson an 
F. C. B. West, I.T. ; E. C. Willoughby and H. M. Wise, M.T.; J. D. 
Young, G.I. 

The number examined was 86, of whom 75 passed. 


Frnat. 


Class I. (in order of merit, all being awarded certificates of honour).— 
A. R. Burrand, M.T.; W. C. Sandford, 1.T.; W. L. Blease, L.I. 
(studentship of 100 “—— per annum tenable for three years); R. E. 
Gething, M.T.; J. H. Kemp, L.I.; G. G. R. Brebner, M.T.; A. E. 
Barnes, L.I., and C. D. = I.T. (bracketed equal); F. A. Hayley, 
M.T., and V. F. Tarapore’ , L.I. (bracketed equal) ; €. 8. Yeoh, G.I. , 
J. L. Brierly, L.1. 

Mr. Burrand and Mr. Sandford, in that order, would have been 


en 
I 





recommended for the studentship had they not been disqualified by age 
Class II. (in order of merit).—Reyasut Hosain, M.T. ; persece f r, 
L.I.; A. W. Fenton and Athelstan Ridgway, M.T. (bracke' equal) ; 
E. R. Crundall and P. A. Currie, I.T.; O. J. L. de Glanville, M.T. ; 
L. J. A. Pile, I.T., and W. ap H. Thomas, M.T. (bracketed equal) ; 
G. L. T. L. Lampson, L.I.; 8. P. Low, M.T.; A. W. G. J, Connor, L.1., 
and W. H. Taylor, M.T, (bracketed equal); W. F. Fox, L.I.; R. de C. 
Oldfield, I.T.; J. T. Stephen and F. J. Wrottesley, I.T. (bracketed 
equal) ; A. K. Khan, M.T.; William Berry, L.I. ; J. C. P. Borrajo, G.L. ; 
R. M. Sebag-Montefiore, I.T.; D O. Evans, G.I., and A. D. Stoop, I.T. 
(bracketed equal) ; J, T. Jenkins, G.I, 

Class III. (in alphabetical order).—M. W. Ashby, I.T.; M. M. Bakht 
and Maung Ba Thein, L.I. ; T. G. Brockle LT. ; R. F. Cheux, G.I. ; 
Chin Toon, M.T.; H. H. Chipman, L.I.; W. 8S. Clark, I.T.; B. A. 
tg M.T.; J. H. Dransfield, I.T.; A. W. Elkin and J. W. Ellis, G.I. ; 
G. P. Evans, L.I.; C. B. Flood, I.T.; Edouard Gallet and W. H. 
Gimblett, M.T.; P. H. Gray and T. H. Greenwood, G.I.; M. W. Hughes 
and H. T. Johnston, I.T.; C. W. Kendall, M.T.; S. E. Kurwa, L.L.; 
J. R. Long, G.I. ; H. D. F. MacGeagh and J. I. Macpherson, M.T.; P. I. 





» M.T. ; Mohanlal Varma, G.I.; H. C. Watson, I.T.; H. P. Weber 
aad A. R, Wontner, G.I. ; Emanuel Wright, I.T, 


Masaldan, L.I.; T. A. F. McMillan-Scott, I.T.; V.N. Mehta, M.T.: 
J. T, Miles and Arthur Moon, I.T.; Nai Sahad and J. R. Newton, L.I. ; 
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M. B. Oung and P. D. 8S. Patel, M.T.; J. G. H. Randles, I.T.; F. C. 
Sanders, M.T.; K. E. J. Sanjana, G.I.; G. T. Simonds, L.I.; J. E. 
Singleton, I.T.; P. C. Sinha, M.T.; M. A. Taylor, G.I.; E. A. S. 
Wagner, H. F. Wallace and R. E. Whiteley, I.T. 

Of the 112 examined, 80 passed. 

The Barstow scholarship is awarded to Mr. A. R. Barrand, Middle 
Temple. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Sipney Francis St. Jermarn Sreapman, solicitor, of 4, Suffolk- 
street, Pall Mall East, has been appointed a Commissioner for the High 
Courts of Calcutta and Bombay, and, as such, to Take Acknowledgments 
of Married Women in respect of property in India. 

Mr. Wiituam Picxrorp, K.C., has been appointed Commissioner of 
Assize on the North-Eastern Circuit. 


Mr. Micxiem, K.C., M.P., has been elected a Bencher of the Honourable 
Society of Lincoln’s-inn in succession to the late Judge Carver, K.C. 





Changes in Partnerships. 





Dissolutions. 
Hues Percryat Cuatrrock and Bertram Parrorr Gray, solicitors 
(Chattock & Gray), Birmingham. June 12. [ Gazette, June 19. 
General. 


The Criminal Appeal Bill passed through Committee in the House of 
Lords on the 15th inst, with amendments the effect of which is referred to 
elsewhere. 


Mr. Justice Sutton must, says Daily Mail, have been thinking of some- 
thing else besides law at the Denbigh Assizes, as, in an absent-minded 
way, he addressed Mr. Artemus Jones,a barrister, as ‘Mr. Artemus 
Ward.” 


In reply to a question the Attorney-General has stated that there is little 
prospect of any county court legislation this session, and that he has 
ascertained from the Lord Chancellor that he is not prepared to say 
whether he would propose a system of compulsory retirement for the 
judges. 

The sixth meeting of the Bankruptcy Law Amendment Committee 
was held on the 13th inst. at the Royal Courts of Justice, Mr. Muir 
Mackenzie (the chairman) piesiding. Evidence was given by Mr. S. J. 
Ellis, the Parliamentary Secretary tothe National Chamber of Trade, and 
by Mr. D. Dickinson, Chairman of Committees of the Chamber. 

A writer in the Daily Telegraph gives the following incident: Scene, a 
Court of Justice. Wordy K.C. is addressing the jury in an accident case, 
a bag having fallen from a window on to the head of the plaintiff, 
Wordy K.C.: ‘‘ I know not, gentlemen, for my instructions do not tell me, 
what were the contents of the bag. Conceivably it may have been a bag 
of coals; possibly it may have been a bag of malt; perchance it may have 
been a mail-bag——-”’_ The Judge: ‘‘ Perhaps it was a wind-bag.”’ 

In the House of Commons on Tuesday Lord R. Cecil asked if the Prime 
Minister proposed to give any day for the discussion of Mr. MacNeill’s 
motion in reference to the Great Yarmouth election petition. Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman said it was difficult to find a day for a stray subject 
of the kind not connected with ordinary Parliamentary busivess, but he 
thought of devoting Friday fortnight to the purpose. ‘The delay had been 
necessary to allow the House to have possession of the printed notes of 
what took place at the trial. 


The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council resumed their sittings on 
Tuesday atter the Whitsuntide vacation. The list of business before them 
includes, says the Times, twenty-nine appeals—viz., from Oudh, four ; 

, four; Bengal, three; (aebec, threc; Ontario, three; Western 
Australia, two; British Columbia, two; and from Haidarabad, Allahabad, 
Bembay, Transvaal, Natal, British Honduras, New Zealand, and Con- 
stantinople, one each. ‘There are also two patent cases to be dealt with 
and eight judgments to be delivered. 


The following story has, says the Evening Standard, just been retold, but 
unlike many stories it bears retelling. A lady once visited Kensington 
Parish Church, in the choir of which was Sir Richard Webster, now Lord 
Chief Justice of England. She asked the verger to point out Sir Richard, 
but the verger knew him not. Badgered by further questions from the 
meredulous Jady, he said testily: ‘‘ Well, ma’am, that’s the vicar, them’s 
the curates, and I’m the verger; but as for the choir—well, as long as 
they does their duty, we don’t inquire into their hantecedents.’’ 


In a case of Lowe v. Moore, before Mr. Justice Swinfen Kady, on the 17th 
inst., it transpired, says the Times, that the sole surviving trustee of a 
settlement had been served with notice of the petition along with a tender 
A Yu. under ord. 65, r. Z7 (19), but had not appeared. It was mentioned 
that although the settlement had not come to an end, the lady still 
having a power of appointment under it, the trustee had transferred the 
fund to the trustees of a later setilement and had been granted a release. 
Mr. Justice Swinten Kady said he could not sanction the notion that the 
practice of making a tender under the rule applied to a trustee, It was 
the duty of the trustee to appear and protect the fund. 





‘ — 
The call of Mr. McWilliam, a gentleman afflicted with blindness to the 
bar at Sydney, will, says the Westminster Gazette, bring to recollection the 
circumstance that Mr. Pennefather, who was one of the Barons of the 
Irish Court of Exchequer from 1821 till 1859, was for the last fifteen year 
of his judicial career wholly bereft of sight. He, however, was ablet) 
discharge his judicial duties with efficiency, and on one occasion only 
his deprivation of sight a matter of obvious embarrassment to him on th 
Bench. He was trying acase in which a man was charged with writing 
threatening letter, and on a comparison of the writing of the threa' 
letter with the writing of a document admittedly in the prisoner's hang. 
writivug, the prisoner, who was defending himself, requested that bjs 
lordship would examine both the documents and form his own conclisign, 


An article in the Times cites, from the North German Gazette some 
statistics illustrative of the efficacy of the finger-print system in detecting 
criminals in Germany. By means of a collection of 65,948 impressions 
some 3,000 persons were identified during 1905, a result comparing 
favourably with that obtained by the old-fashioned system of rel 
upon photographs, since a collection of 27,050 portraits, consulted in 1 715 
cases during the year, enabled only 145 criminals to be recognized, The 
unerring accuracy of the more modern method seems to be recognized by 
the law-breakers themselves, for it is stated that in many instances jy 
which a false name had at first been given the mere production of ths 
apparatus was sufficient, before any impression had been taken, to lead 
the suspects to abandon their efforts at concealment and to confess their 
identity. 

We understand, says the Parliamentary correspondent of the Times, that 
the object of the Bond Investment Companies Bill, introduced by Mr, 
Kearley in the House of Commons this week, on behalf of the Board of 
Trade, is to place bond investment companies under regulations somewhat 
similar in their character to those which apply to life assurance companies, 
In particular, every bond investment company to be established in the 
future is to be required to deposit in court a sum of £10,000, which is not 
to be paid out until a fund is set apart and secured for bondholds 
amounting to double the sum deposited. Every bond investment company 
is to be required annually to prepare a statement of its revenue accouut 
and of its balance-sheet, and every five years to cause an investigation tw 
be made into its financial position by an actuary, and priuted copies of the 
accounts and of an abstract of the report are to be forwarded by the com- 
pany on application to every shareholder and bondholder. Al] advantages 

ependent on lot or chance are to be prohibited, and power is to be given 
to the court to order the winding-up of a bond investment company onthe 
application of one or more bondholders upon its b<iung proved that the 
company is insolvent. The Bill is designed to carry out the rec mmenda- 
tions of a departmental committee appointed in May, 1905, to inquire us 
to the operation of certain companies known as bond investmeut com- 
panies. 

The following memorandum as to the native customary law of sale of 
land in Akwapim has, says the Journal of the Society of Comparative Legisla- 
tion, been furnished by his Honour the Chief Justice of the Gold Coast: 
In a case heard at Accra on the 2nd of May, 1904, the following evidence 
was given with respect to the Guaha customs by Thomas Martin Adade, 
an educated man and Chief Councillor to the Omanhene of Akwapim. By 
the strict native law of Akwapim, before a sale of land is complete the 
Guaha custom should be performed. The procedure is as fellows: The 
vendor and purchaser each procure sureties. The purcheser provides 
twenty-five strings of cowries; these are placed on the ground. ‘The 
‘*linquist ’’ in the matter that is, the person who acts as intermed 
between vendor and purchaser—picks out six cowries, makes a hole thro 
each and puts them on a string. Euch of the sureties holds three of the 
stringed cowries whilst the “linguist”? makes an oath that if the 
vendor wilfully comes back and takes his land he will have to 
pay double the purchase-money, and that if the purchaser refuses 
to complete the purchase any money already paid will be repaid to him, 
but without interest or expenses. ‘The sureties then pull the cowries apart 
till the string breaks. Ths remainiug cowries are divided between the 
sureties as a reward for their trouble. A sheep, provided by the purchaser, 
is killed and divided amongst the actors in the transaction and the wit- 

8, the purch receiving the head and a piece of the Join and the 
skin. The fold cowries are kept, in testimony of the transaction, 
are not infrequently placed in the stool of the purchaser. Until this 
custom is performed the sale is not complete. Here we have an illustra 
tion of what Sir Henry Maine and other investigators have often poiuted 
out, that simplicity is not an attribute of primitive law. 


In charging the grand jury at the Aylesbury Assizes, Mr. Justive 
Walton said he was sometimes tempted to wonder whether it was 
necessary to gather together so many gentlemen when there wa; 80 very 
little business for them todo. But after all he considered that there was 
nothing in the government of the country so essentially and fundamentally 
important as the administration of the criminal law, and that the 
administration of this law should command the undoubted confidence of 
tne whole of the ple. Fortunately in this country from time 
immemorial the people themselves, whether as gfand or petty jurymel, 
had been associated intimately with the administration of justi, 
and it had not been left exclusively in the hands of an expert class 
and in the hands of lawyers. The work had been done, and was till 
being done, by the people themselves as jurymen; and he thought tt 
would be very undesirable to dispense with any institution or procedufe 
which secured that the people should be associated with the juiges it 
carrying out the criminal law of this country. ‘There was at preset 
before Parliament a Bill coating with the improvement of the law with 
regard to criminal appeals. Speaking for himself, he was entirely in 





favour of an unrestricted right of appeal upon questions of jaw, 
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when he came to consider the question of appeals [rom the decisions of 

upon a point of fact it did appear to him that there was great 

. He was not saying that there ought to be no such appeal, 

pat generally he ventured to think that in any change of the law in this 

matter great care should be taken not to impair in any way the 

responsibility of juries, and not to do anything which would lead them to 

that the verdict was not so much theirs, but was to rest finally 

upon @ decision of a court of judges. He thought it would be an unfor- 

tunate thivg if anything happened which would in any way relieve juries 

of the full sense of responsibility for the verdict which they gave, for they 
ought to feel that a decision on fact was theirs alone. 








To Execurors.—VALvartions ror Prozate.—Messra. Watherston & Son, 
Jewellers, Goldsmiths, and Silversmiths to H.M. The King, 6, Vigo-street 
ing from Regent-street to Burlington-gardens and Bond-street), 
Jandon, W., Value, Purchase, or Arrange Collections of Plate or Jewéls for 
Family Distribution, late of Pall Mall East, adjoining the National 


Gallery.—[Apvr. ] 
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Date Emercency Appgeat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
4 Rota. No. 2. KexeEwicu. FarweELL. 
Monday, June.........» 25 Mr. Farmer Mr, Church Mr. King Mr. Beal 
. cosneccoccescovece BD King Greswell Farmer i 
% | Church = Beal 
‘ Greswell ‘armer Carrington 
G ll Church King Beal 
° Church Greswell Farmer Carrington 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Buck.ey. Joyce. Swinrey Eapy. Wareineton. 
Monday, June ........... 25 Mr. W. Leach Mr. R. Leach Mr. Pemberton Mr. Godfrey 
Tuesday .......0000eee0e028 Theed Godfrey Jackson R. Leach 
Wednesday . ose W. Leach R. Leach Pemberton Jackson 
—- eooell Lg . gl — Pemberton 
iday ..... s00edd . Lead ,. emberton Carrington 
Seturlay ree +0030 Theed Godfrey Jackson Beal 





COURT OF APPEAL, 


TRINITY SITTINGS, 1906. 
(Continued from p. 549.) 
FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
For Hearing. 
(Final List.) 
1905. 

The King on the relation of William James (Applicant) v Elizabeth 
Melladew, Executrix (Respt) appl of applicant from judgt of the Lord 
Ohief Justice and Justices Kennedy and Ridley, dated May 15, 1905 
pthd May 24 

Clark y The London General Omnibus Cold appl of defts from judgt of 
oo Darling, dated May 11, 1905, with a common jury, Middlesex 

y 29 

Farringdon Works, &c, Cold v Kelly appl of deft from judgt of Mr 

—_ Channell, dated May 17, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex 
y 

Felton y Wharrie appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justi arling, dated 
so | 29, 1905, jury iscidened Middlesex (security ordaken) June 1 

Lloyd's Bank v Medway (Upper) Navigation Co appl of defts from judgt 
£ gh Justice Channell, dated May 19, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex 

une ; 

lewis v Baker appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, dated May 23, 
1905, without a jury, London (s o not before June 25) June 6 

In re Hulbert Aldridge, gentleman, solr, &c (expte G Beswick-Darley) 
appl of G Beswick-Darley trom judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, dated June 5, 

1905 June 7 

Swanley Coal Co v Denton (Gillespie, clmt) appl of clmt from judgt of 
+ da et Justice and Justices Kennedy and Ridley, dated May 31, 

une 

Brinsmead & Goddard v Ellis appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, 

May 17, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex June 7 

Cowley v Whittome appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, dated 
May 30, 1905, with a common jury, Middlesex June 8 

Grumnell y Welch appl of pltff from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and 
Justices Kennedy and Ridley, dated May 26, 1905 June 8 

lv Brown appl of pltff from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and 

Justices Kennedy and Ridley, dated May 22, 1905 June 9 

Key v Meath Rural District Council appl of defts from judgt of the Lord 
Pasa Justice and Justices Kennedy and Ridley, dated May 24, 1905 


une 
Walker (widow) v Smith and anr appl of defts from judgt of the Lord 
Set Jastice and Justices Kennedy and Ridley, dated May 26, 1905 
Capel & Co v A E Cave (a married woman) W F Cave,clmt appl of pltffs 
from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and Justices Kennedy and Ric ley, 
May 30,1905 June 14 
dv Rosser & Sons appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, 
nm June 6, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex June 15 
de aueprtey Steam Shipping Vo v Smales, Eeles, & Co and ors appl of 
it vw O . ° 
tainted 7h he ved - Justice Channell, dated April 10, 1905 m 


T W Davies (Trustee in Bankruptcy of the Estate of W Watson, a Bunk- 
rupt) v Petrie (widow) appl of defc from judgt of the Lord Chief 
Justice and Justices Kennedy and Ridley, dated June 8, 1905 June 17 

Kershaw v Evans and anr appl of defts —— of The Lord Chief 
Justice and Justices Kennedy and Ridley, dated May 30,1905 June 20 

Griffin & Sons ld v Vautin & Joll appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bigham, dated May 31, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex June 28 

Lowe v Dorling & Son appl of defts from jndgt of The Lord Chief Justice 
and Justices Kennedy and Ridley, dated June 20,1905 July 4 

Sheppard v Bond appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Warrington, 
dated March 21, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex July 5 

Phoenix Assce Cold v Spooner appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bigham, dated June 3, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex July 5 

The British and South American Steam Navigation Co ld v The British 
and Foreign Marine Insce Co ld appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Channell, dated March 28, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex July 6 

Bond and ors v The Federal Steam Navigation Co ld__appl of pltffs from 
judgt of Mr Justice Channell, dated April 13, 1905, without a jury, 
Middlesex July 13 

Callow v Weaver appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice A T Lawrence, 
dated May 25,1905 July 18 

Fieldings v McCullock and Wife appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Ridley, dated June 3, 1905, without amy: Middlesex July 18 

The Wardens and Commonalty of the Mystery of Goldsmiths of the City 
of London v William Wyatt sppl of pitffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Channell, dated July 6, 1905- July 18 

Hecht and anr v The hes tian and Soudan Agency ld appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice ell, dated June 29, 1905, without a jury, 
Middlesex July 21 

Kemp v Baersehnau appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, 
dated July 14, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex July 24 

Gray v The Oxford ld_ appl of pitff from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, 
dated July 14, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex July 25 

North London Ry Cov London and India DocksCo appl of pltffs from 
order of Mr Justice Walton, dated July 11, 1905, without a jury, 
Middlesex July 27 

J Lang v G E Heyl-Dia appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, 
dated July 7, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex July 28 

North-Eastern 1004 Steamship Assce Assoc’'v The Red S Steamship Co Id 
appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, dated July 1. 1905, 
without a jury, Middlesex July 29 

Bede Steam Shipping Co v The River Wear Commissioners appl of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, dated July 18, 1905, without a jury, 
Durham July 29 

Edwards v The London, Edinburgh, and Glasgow Assce Co ld appl of 
oe from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, dated May 8, 1905, jury 

ischarged, Middlesex Aug 1 

Wild v The English Sewing Cotton Cold appl of pltff from judgt of Mr 
Justice Walton, dated July 19, 1905, jury discharged, Salford Aug 1 

Waters (trading as F S Waters & Co) v Gallagher & Co appl of pitff from 
judgt of The Lord Chief Justice, dated July 21, 1905, Middlesex Aug 2 

Bridget Garry (Wife of Thomas Gerald Garry) v Slatter appl of deft 
from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated July 22,1905 Aug ? 

Ross v Ellis appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice A T Lawrence, dated 
Aug 2, 1905 Aug 10 

May and anr v Eiloart app! of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, 
dated July 29, 1905, Middlesex Aug 12 

Sales Co ld v David Jones & Co appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
A T Lawrence, dated Aug 10, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Aug 15 

Austin Friars SS Co ld (Applicants) v Strack and 18 ors (respts) appl of 
applicants from judgt of Justices Ken and Ridley, May 29, 
1 Aug 17 Same v Strack Sr ee eee 
Kennedy and Ridley, dated May 29, 1 Aug 17 

The Urban District Council of Wood Green (Applicants) v Louis Joseph 
(Respt) appl of applicants from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice aud 
Justices Lawrance and Ridley, dated Aug 3, 1905 Aug 22 

Mason Id v Lovatt appl of pltff from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and 
Justices Lawrance and Ridley, dated Aug 10,1905 Aug 22 

Bagley v Smith app! of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, dated 
Aug 11, 1905, withouta jury, Leeds Aug 23 

Payton and anr v Clarke and aur appl of pitffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wills, dated Aug 11, 1905, without a jury, Birm 2 

Moram, Galloway, & Co v Uzielli and ors appl of pltffs from judgt of 
Mr Justice Walton, dated Aug 11, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex 
Sept 11 

French v Howie and Wife appl of deft W J Howie from order of The 
Lord Chief Justice and Justices Kennedy and Jelf, dated June 27, 1905 
Sept 26 

Aktisbola t and ors v Ritson &Co appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bray, dated Aug 3, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Oct 14 

Noirit v Moore appl of pltif from judgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated Aug 
7, 1905, without a jury, Birmingham Oct 15 

Viscount Boyne v Harper appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, 
dated July 19, 1905, without a jury, Durham Oct 19 

The Mayor, &c., of ‘the Borough of Wednesbury ¥ The Holes 
Colliery Goal ld appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, dated 
May 30, 1905, jury discharged, Birmingham Oct 21 

Cheshire v Price and anr app! of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, 
dated July 28, 1905, without a jury, Birmingham Oct 28 

Dowsett and ors ¥ Ramus appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Phillimore, dated Aug 8, 1905, without a jury, M Nov 1 

Kearns v Brown app! of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bray, dated Nov 





1, 1905, with a common jury, Middlesex Nov ? 
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West Riding of Yorkshire Rivers Board v Robinson Bros appl of defts 
from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and Justices Wills and Darling, 
dated Nov 3, 1905 Nov 14 

The China Mutual Steam Navigation Co ld v Van Laun & Co appl of 
defts from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated Nov 4, 1905, without 
aijury, Middlesex Nov 14 : 

Abyssinian Exploration Parent Co ld v Evans appl of pltffs from judgtof 
Mr Justice Darling, dated Nov 4, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex 
Nov 20 

Wiltshire v Telfer appl of deft from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and 
Justices Wills and Darling, dated Oct 30,1905 Nov 21 ‘ 

Gibbon and ors v Payne and ors appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
AT Lawrence, dated Nov 10, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 25 

Thomas Smailes & Son v Hans Dessen & Co appl of deft from judgt of 
Mr Justice Channell, dated Nov 2, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex 
Nov 27 

J &C G Bolinder's Mekaniska Verkstads Aktiebolag v The Putna Forests 
and Saw Mills Cold appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, 
dated Nov 9, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 6 

Seal v Hoffman appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Warrington, dated 
Nov 24, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 7 

Kunisch v Gordan appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Warrington, 
dated Nov 24,1905 Dec 8 

Henderson v Arthur appl of pltff from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice, 
da‘ed Nov 13, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 9 

In re an Arbitration between the Exors of S A D Eden and James Joicey & 
Cold and The North Eastern Ry Co appl of the North Eastern Ry Co 
from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated Nov 28, 1905 (special case) 
Dec 11 

Bothamley v Rowe & Williams appl of deft Williams from judgt of Mr 
Justice Warrington, dated Dec 1, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex 


Dec 14 

Schrader v Bell, Harrison, & Co ld appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Channell, dated Oct 28, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 15 
Schultze v Same appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Channell, dated Oct 28, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 15 

Davies (Appit) v Seisdon Union Assessment Committee of the Parish 
Council of Kinver (Respts) appl of respts from judgt of The Lord 
Chief Justice and Justices Lawrance and Ridley, dated Dec 14, 1905 
Dec 23 


American Trading Co v Schouten appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Channell, dated Nov 24, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 23 

Benson v Moneyweight Co (1905) ld appl ot defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Channell, dated Dec 13, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 29 

Maple & Co (Paris) 1d (Applts) v the Commissioners of Inland Revenue 


(Respts) appl of respts (Revenue Side) from judgt of Mr Justice 
Walton, dated Dec 8, 1905 Dec 30 
1906. 


Great Central Ry Co (Applts) v The Assessment Committee of the Banbury 
Union (Respts) appl of respts from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance and 
Mr Justice Ridley, dated Dec 14,1905 Jan1l 

Montgomery v Hutchins and anr appl of pitff from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bray, dated Dec 21, 1905, special jury, W D Div Co of Lancaster 
Jan 1 

Blackpool and Fleetwood Tramway Co (Applts) v Thornton Urban District 
Council (Respts) appl of applts from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice 
and Justices Lawrance and Ridley, dated Dec 13, 1905 Jan 4 

Talbot v Blindell and ors appl of defts other than Blindell and deft co 
from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, dated Dec 11, 1905 Jan 5 

Bywaters & Son v Curnick & Co andanr appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bigham, dated Nov 15, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Jan 9 

London and North-Western Ry Co (Applts) v The Assessment Committee 
of the Ampthi)l Union and ors (Respts) appl from judgt of the Lord Chief 
Justice and Justices Lawrance and Ridley, dated Dec 15, 1905 Jan 11 

Fletcher v Mayor, &c, and the Corpn, &c, of Birkenhead appl from judgt 
of Mr Justice Bray, dated Dec 21, 1905, without a jury, Liverpool Jan 11 

Sibery (Applt) v Connelly (Respt) appl from judgt of the Lord Chief 
Justice and Justices Lawrance and Ridley, dated Dec 18, 1905 Jan 11 

The Ystrad;pdwg and Pontypridd Main Sewage Board (Applts) v Bensted, 
Surveyor of Taxes (Respt) appl of applits (Revenue Side) from judgt of 
Mr Justice Walton, dated Dec 30,1905 Jan 13 

Lumley & Lumley v Rome appl of deft in perron from judgt of Mr 
Justice Walton, dated Nov 13, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex 


Jan 22 

Speyer Bros (Applta) v The Commissioners of Inland Revenue (Respts) 
as respts from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, dated Dec 18, 1905 
an 

AA Smith and G N Fuller and ors (Appits) v G E Couzens and ors 
ae a appl of applts from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and 
J Ridley and Darling, dated Jan 15,1906 Jan 29 

Benton v Lowe appl of pitff from judgt of Mr Justice Warrington 
(additional judge), dated Nov 29, 1905, without a jury,Middlesex Jan 31 

Young v The Joint Burial Committee of the Parishes of Kingston on 
Thames, & appl of pitff from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, dated 
Dee 21, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Feb 3 

se The London General Omnibus Co ld and ors appl of defts 
tom judgt of Mr Justice Bray, dated Jan 26, 1906, and a common jury, 
Middlesex Feb 6 jay 

Burke vy Geminiani appl of plitff from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, 
dated Dec 21, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Feb 20 

Mayor, &., of the Met Boro’ of Lambeth v South London Electric Supply 
Corpn 14 app! of plitffs from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated Nov 
16, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Feb 21 SamevSame Feb 21 
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Ashbee v Rollins appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, dated, 
Dec 20, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Feb 24 

Tozeland v The Guardians of the Poor of the West Ham Union appl of 
deft from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and Justices Ridley ang 
Darling, dated Feb 14, 1906 Feb 24 

The Guardians of the Gloucester Union by Walter George Williams, 
Relieving Officer v The Gloucester Co-operative and Industrial Soc \4 
appl of na from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and Justices Ridley 
and Darling, dated Feb 15,1906 Feb 26 

Hutton v Ras Steam Shipping Cold appl of pltff from judgt of The Lorj 
Chief Justice, dated Dec 4, 1905, jury discharged, Middlesex March | 

The Solidifield Oil Coalld v Benjamin appl of deft from judgt of Th 
= Justice and Justices Ridley and Darling, dated Feb 21, 199 

e 

Dewar v Tasker & Sonsid appl of pltff from judgt of The Lord Chie 
Justice and Justices Ridley and Darling, dated Feb 16, 1906 March 9 

Bullen v Swan appl of plitff from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, date 
Feb 7, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex March 2 

Mayer v Swan and anr appl of deft Sachs from judgt of Mr Justicg 
Buckley (additional judge, &c), dated Feb 19, 1906, without a jury 
Middlesex March 5 ( 

Express Assce Corpn ld v C T Bowring & Co ld (sued, &c) appl of pliffs 
from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated Dec 5, 1905, without a jury, 
Middlesex March 5 

Biddie v Hart appl of pltff from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and 
Justices Ridley and Darling, dated Feb 23,1906 March 8 

Weldon v Matthews appl of pltff from judgt of The Lord Chief Justigg 
and Justices Ridley and Darling, dated Feb 26,1906 March 9 

Porch v Hawes appl of pitff from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, dated 
Feb 24, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex March 9 

Barnett v Butler appl of pltff from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and 
Justices Ridley and Darling, dated Feb 27, 1906 March 10 

Baker v The Realm Assce Assoc ld appeal of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Channell, dated Feb 26, 1906, without a jury, Monmouth 
March 13 

Gillett v Barrasford appl of deft from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice 
and Justices Ridley and Darling, dated March 5, 1906 March 15 

Galloway v Steinberger appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Farwell 
(additional judge), da Feb 6, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex 
March 16 

The Attorney-Gen v Glossop and ors (Revenue) appl of defts from judgt 
of Mr Justice Walton, dated Dec 21, 1905, and cross notice by the 
Attorney-General March 30 

Insole & Son v Gueret appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimor, 
dated March 5, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex March 20 

London United Tramways (1901) ld v Assessment Committee of Brentford 
Union and Overseers of the Parish of Chiswick appl of respts from 
judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and Justices Ridley and Darling, dated 
March 7, 1906 March 20 

Wallis & Stevens ld v Waugh and Freeman appl of deft Freeman from 
judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated March 16, 1906, without a jury, 
Middlesex March 22 

Whipple v ay ee Tin Smelting Cold appl of defts from judgt of The 
Hon Judge Taylor, KC, Liverpool Court of Passage, dated March 10, 
1906 March 24 

Doig v Barnard appl of pitff from judgt of Mr Justice A. T. Lawrence 
dated Jan 12,1906 April 3 

Swale v Ipswich Tannery 1d appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice 
Kennedy, dated March 23, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex April 5 

Smith and anr v Gobbels and ors (trading as Gobbels & Grandjean) 
appl of defts from judet of Mr Justice Bigham, dated March 28, 1906, 
without a jury, Middlesex April 6 

Herman Von Freeden v Hull and ors (G T Turner and ors, 3rd. parties) 
appl of L Dens, a 3rd party, from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated 
March 12, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex April 6 Von Freeden¥ 
Hull and ors appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated 
March 12, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex April 9 

The Mayor, Alderman and Councillors of Westminster v ‘The Gordon 
Hotels 1d appl of applts from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and 
Justices Darling and Bray, dated April 6, 1906 April 11 

Darling & Son v Roeburn and anr appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Kennedy, dated April 2, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex April 18 

Gluck (trading as H Gluck & Co) v Wilson (trading as Wilson & Co 
ppl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Buckley (additional judge), dat 

eb 17, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex April 20 

Wakefield and District Light Ry (Applts) v Mayor, &c. of Wakefield 
(Respts) applof respts from judgt of Justices Ridley, Darling, aud AT 
Lawrence, dated April 10,1906 April 21 

Fraser v Filer appl of pltff from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and 
Justices Ridley and Darling, dated Feb 15, 1906 April 21 ; 

Mersey Ky Co v Wirrall Ry Co appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bray, dated March 1, 1906 (West Derby Division of the County of 
Lancaster) April 25 

(To be continued.) > 





Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette,—Faivay, June U5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep iy Cuanceny, 


Axcio-KiospyKke Minixe Co, Linvrev—Creditora are required, on or before July 1, 
ir naman ard addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph 


Henry Jefferys, 5, London wall bldg», Finsbury circus 






Qoeketrs (NogTH 
ed foe or b 


J 
their debts or cla 
fob, Moss, & Sox 
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: ry, & Co, Lamrrep—Petn for winding up, presented June 9, directed to be 

Fong. Smith & Hudson, &, Mincing In, solors for petners. Notice of 
must reach the above-pamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 25 i 

4 Gop Mines. LimirTEp - Creditors are required, on ur befor) July 31, t> send their 

ot and addresses, and the particulars of the'r debts or claims, to Julius W 
Byrne Gracechurch st 
assist oy Lore —Creditors are required, om or before July 16, to send their names 

DasiMeddresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Prestoe, 71, 
Queen ea le ‘ 

wpa oy (1s Votuntasy Liquipation)— Creditors are require1, on or 
> = July 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Ivor James Roberts, Ca'etonian chmbrs, st Mary st, Cardiff ; 

JyTERNATION AL Watt Paver Co, Limrren—Petn for winding up, presented June 11, 
directed to be heard June 26. Lumley & Lum'ey, Old Jewry chmbrs, solors for petner. 
Notice of aring must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 

une 25 ¥ 4 
Se oxnas, & Oo, Limrrep (1x Votuntary Liquipatioy)—Creditors are required, 
fore July 16, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts 
ordaims, to Henry Steele, Guildhall chmbrs, 38 and 40, Lloyd st, Manchester. Crofion 
& Co, Manchester, s lors for liquid stor : : 

Mexout CoaL SYNDICATE, Lim1trp—Creditors are required, on or before July 16, toreend 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederiek 
Charles Lampre!l, 19 and 21, Queen Victoria st 

Qusxetre (NoRTHERN Coustres', Liurrep (In VoLtustary Lrquipatioy)—Creiitors are 

ired, on or before June 30, to send their names and addres-es, aod the particulars of 
their debts or claims to Walter Crowther Atkinson, 10, East parade, Leds 

fon, Moss, & Sons, Limirep—Petn for winding up, present-d June 8, directed to be heard 
‘before Buckley, J, June 26. Miller & Steele, 8t Stephen’s chmbrs, Telegraph st, solors 


forCo. Notice of avpearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o clock in the 


of June 18 

fiexra Buttes GoLp Mrstwo Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or b. fore Sept 1, to 

seod their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mcssrs 

fendrm, Garey, Lidd-ll, & Rooper, 57, Gracechurch st. Blyth & Co, Gresham house, 
solors for liquidat.»rs eth : : 

suora Coast Mencury, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 1, to send theie 

names and addresses, and the particulars of their deb 

‘AL 


ts or claims, to Arthur Stock, 6, 
, Worthing 


Pek = gs Comrressep Air Cieaxina Co, Lutirep—Creditors are required, on o¢ 
before July 31, to send their names and addre<ses, and the particulars of the debts or 
daims, to John Jenkins David, 67, Queen st, Cardiff. Rees & Co, Cardiff, rolors for 
iq vid tors 

aoe & Co, Limrrep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, 
w send their names ard addresses, and full particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Frederick William Smith, New Inn chmbrs, King st, G1 st Tre , Gloucester, 
solor for liquidator 





London Gazette —Turspay, June 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Livitep 1s CHANCERY. 


Taso Saxpay & Co, Limiten—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to rend in 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Donald Bumie, 
9, Advlaide st, Swansea : 

Hewerson’s, Limrrep—Cred tors are required, on or before July 2?, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Claude H. Bartle, 45, 
Lad hill. Stanley & Co, Ludgate hill, solors for liquidator ‘ 

Kara Goud Mrvinc Co, Liurrgo—Petn for winding up, presented June 14, directed to be 
heard July 3. Redfern & Hunt, Abcharch In, solors for petner. Notice of appearing 
must the above-named not later than 6 o’elock in the afternoon of July 2 — 

Owex & Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 21, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Herbert Foden, 3, Ormerod 
#, Burnley tors Y 

Travettens Cuvr (Paris’, Liurrep—Peta for winding up, presented June 15, directed to 
be heard July 3 Brooks & Heller, Upper Thames st, sulors for petners. Notie of 
appearing"must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 2 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 355. 


Last Day or CLaim. 
London Gazette.—F rivay, June 1. 


Agpex, Lawrence Warson, Barton under Needwood, Staffs June 30 Goodger & Son 
Burton on ‘Trent 

Askew, Exiza, C:ifton, Glos July 1 Ticehursts & Co, Cheltenham 

Astox, Hangtev, Richmond rd, South Kensington June 29 Richardson & Co, Much 
Hadham, Herts 

Banvee, Eviza, Brighton July 16 Rutland, Chancery In , 

Kino, Inez Bury Paciiser, Brighton July 10 Barnard & Taylor, Lincoln's ian fields 

Binuzy, Joun Leytanp, Kirkham, Lancs July 10 Dickson, Kirkham, Lancs 

Beay, Jawes, Tunbridge, Coachbuidder June 24 Palmer & Wardley, Tonbridge 

Busox, Snug, Easington, Durham, Farmer June 3) Bell & Sons, Sunderland 

Burrrurnawx, Matitpa, Rose Hill, Derby Aug 30 Powell, Derb 

Cantwaicat, Freveric Fox, Clifton, Bristol, Solicitor June 30 Danger & Cartwright, 


ce, panes Acrrep, Ladbroke grove, Bayswater June 30 Blaber, Gt Castle st, 

gent s 

Couyisa, onetane Mary Henaierra, Knightsbridge July 5 Rose & Co, Delahay st, 
estinioster 

Cousten, Rev James Frasee, Knightsbridge July5 Rose & Co, Delahay st, Westminster 

arta Geouce Farpertoxk, RN, Lymington June 2l Monier & Co, Gt Tower st 

Cox Canouiwe Jane, Catford June #0 Reader & Co, Moorg ste st 

Ouwuers Wittian Jexves, Sawbiidgeworth July 11 Acklands & Nozkolds, Bishop's 
0: Bon 


—— Pe gmavorth, Yorks, Builder June30 Scholefield & Scholefield, Hemsworth, 
ete. 
Daaay, Save. Esenszer, 8t Budeaux, Devonport July 21 Pearce, Devonport 
meee Joux, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler June 30 Day, Liverpool 
Pusroues, Manrna, Pu'ney June 29 Fawcett, Finsbury pymt 
qe, Curisrian Freperick, Wakefield, Pork Butcher July 2 Townend, Wakefield 
: des, SusaNNAa, Beckenham June 3v Hille & Shea, Margate 
MBENWoOD, WiLt'Am Netsox, Lancaster, Harbour Master July 2 Johnson & Tilly, 


aster 
Hau, Rev Ricnago Bamurn Baacenaivas Hemine, Nuneaton, Warwick July 2 
7 Vowland & Co, Bedford row “ 
peg Hawnau Kersuaw, Romiley, Chester June 30 Jvhoston, Stockport 

ARVEY, ANNE AvCHERLEY AsSuLBY, Maidencombe, nr Torquay June yO Beott & Co, 
X Queen st, Ch upside 

ROLRY, MAuiA, Gateshead F tter June 39 Ord, Gateshead 


Hioxs, Joun Wittiam, Weaste, Lancs, Licensed Victualier June 80 Boote & Co, Man- 


er 
Bors, Tuouas, Brynmawr, Brecon July 1 Bishop, Brynmawr 





Incuts, Susanna, Portsmouth July2 Blake & Co, Portsmouth 

KOUWENHOVEN, CoRNELIUS Henpaixs, Borough High st, Rod Merchant July7 Hicklin 
Co, Trinity sq, Southwark 

eee =~ Wic.1am, Handsworth, Insurance Manager June 30 Emith & Malins, 


rm ™m 

Livgs, Taomas, Emneth, Norfolk July2 Fraser & Fraser, Wisbech 

Luoyp, Rosina, Aston, Warwick July9 Bickley & L>nex, Birmingham 

Lowe, Juns, Walkley, Sheffield June 30 Howe, Sheffield 

Mason, Hevxry, Wakefield July 2 Townend, Wakefield 

Micursctox, Hersert Lioye., ington June 24 Field & Sons, Leamington 

Morais, Saran, Cheltenham July 31 Rickerby 

O’ Haka, James. Boston, Lines, Licensed Victuvler July 13 Staniland & Son, Boston 

Piper, Henny, Gatesbead July 14 H & A Swinb , Gateshead 

Rimmer, Caakies Buuspetu, Lydiate, Lancs, Farmer July 1 Yates & Cu, Liverpool 

Rostxson, Evizasers, Southport, Lancs Ang 1 Wi'mot & Hodge, Sou: hport 

Rouxtoy, Harry Sry.e, ee coe July 16 Oliver, Corbet ct, Gracechurch st 

Scar, Exvizasetrsa. Lowestoft, Li Victualler Jane 30 Johnson, Lowestolt _ 

Suir, Euizaveru Dates, Brighton June 3) Kays & J mes, Norfolk st, Suand 

men | Hill Bark, Frankby, Chester, Cotton Broker June 30 Mather & fon, 
verpoo 

SuytTu, Jouy, Piccadilly July7 Pennington & Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Sopes, Apranuam, Baobury, Uxford, Chimney 8 June 24 Faivfax, Banbury 

Towyenp, James, Askern, nr Voncaster, Farmer Ju'y2 Townend, Waketield 

TownsenD, Cuar_es,Cardiff, Coal Dealer July 15 omas, Cardiff 

Truswe.t, Josern, Sheffeld July 17 Kesteven, Sheffield 

Waker, Exiza, Little Horton June 20 Boocock & Sun, Halifax 

Wataee, Wu, Milton pk, Highgate, Contractor June 3) Clarke & Co, Duncan st, 
ingto 





n 

Wuiteseap, Mari.pA, Failsworth, nr Manchester June 21 Whitehead, Failsworth 
Woop, Rosest Grauam, Gravesend June 30 Wood & Co, Birmingham 

Wren, Josreu, Biggleswade, Fish Merchant June 29 Chapman & Chaurdler, 


Biggleswade 
London Gasette.—Turspay, June 5. 
a a- nur James Wi.iaqs, Clifton, Bristo!', Commission Agent Augi King, 


ris' 
Bovitt, Roseat Cavacuitt, Holmwood, Surrey July 14 Collyer-Bristow & Co, Bedford 
ro 


Ww 
Browy, Rosert, Burnley June 30 Southern & Full:love, Burnle 
Buapex, Atperr, Shoreditch, Licensed Victualler June 24 Hillearys, F. nchurch tldgs 
Bys, Wituiam, Soham, Cambridge June 18 Bye & Enni n, Soham, Cambs 
Cameron, Haratet, Carlisle June 13 Cre:ar & Mason, Maryport 
Cavuston, Auice Mavup, Surbiton July14 Smith & Hudson, Mincing In 
Cueavug, Georck, Oaken, Staffs July 16 Dallow & Dalluw, Wolverham 
Dicker, Gitpeat, Old Kent rd, Bermondsey, Journeyman Butcher July 6 James & 
James, Ely p!, Holborn circus 
ew West Bromwich, Staffs,Grocer June 25 Shakespeare & Co, Oldbury, 
or B rmi 
Grerey, Dora ca Petrockstow, Devon June 30 Beavan, Torrington, N Devon 
Gaizrson, Caaries, Hayton, Cumberland July 1 8 & A 8 Cartmell. Carlisle 
Hae, Wittiam, Wolverbamptun, Contractor June 30 Hall, Mg ee oe 
Harpixe, Wiuiam, Bristol, Grocer June 21 Mann & Rodwav, Trowbridge, Wilts 
Henriques, NATHANIEL Cuaries Coney, Kingston, Jamaica June 30 Wi & Munton, 


Jamaica 
Hewerson, Jous, Maryport, Cumberland, Solicitir Jume15 Crerar & Son, Marypo:t 
Hi.pers, Loursa Susanna, Hove, Su-sex July 11 Stuckey & Co, Bri 
Howarp, Jonny Freperick, Hereford rd, Bayswater July 21 ennington & fon, 
Lincoln's inn fields s 
Jacxsoy, Frank, Southport, Engineer July 10 Twemlow, Manchester 
Kor, ALpertine, Almaeq July 12 Elkia & Henriques, Salters’ Hall ct, Cannon st 
Lioyp, Hersert, Merthyr T)dnl, Rrewer June29 Lewis & Jones, Merthyr Tydfil 
Maruesr, R-v Epwarp Lusuisetox, Cheltenham July 2 Mather & son, Li 
Mawes, Cuaevorrs Evizasetn, Lincoln July 6 oy | & Epton Lincoln 
Reap, Ayn Evizaners, Basiogstoke July 16 Bowker & Sons, Winchester 
Suarrves, Tuomas, Chorley, Laves July 31 Hart-Dyke, Duchy of Lancaster Office 
Si.verstos, Maek, Tavistock sq July1 Harris & Co, Coleman st 
Sreinxoprr, Eowarp, Haywards Heath July 12 Elkin & Henriques, Salters’ Hal! ct, 
Cannon st 


Srockisoer, Francis Fer:x Taomas, Laurence Pountney In July 16 Tatham & Lousada, 
Olid Broad st 


— Wiuiam, Tottenhill, Norfolk, Farmer June 25 Mellor, Downham 

rket 

Wuire, Jane. Nortoa, Stourbridge July 16 Wall & James, Stourbridge 

Wicxixsox, Rev Hryuy Crennert, Upton Magaa Rectory, nr Shrewsbury July 9 
Wilson & Co, Dwham 

Whicar, Amy, Bournemouth July7 Denton & Co, Gray’s ian pl 


London Gazette.—Fuivay, June 8. 


Arkixs, Wit’ 1am, Cardiff, Butcher July 14 Howell, Cardiff 
Avis, CHak.Es, a Bauer — 2 euete Colchester 
Becker, Tuomas, Gentield, Sussex y 25 Upperton & Bacon, Brighton 
Bets, Estuek, Whitecross st, 8t Luke’s July lu Seal, Rerjean's’ inv, Temple 
Biacksory, Henry, Whittington rd, Bowes Park, Printer July 11 Letts Bros, 
Bartlett's bldgs 
Bosworth, Marrua Paiscitia, Burslem, Staffs July7 Elis 
Bouraty, Ame.ia Emma, Brighton July 8 Noél, Clement's inn, Strand 
a — eL 4puranam, Duke st, Aldgate July 9 Ch»ndler & Rumboll, Bishopsgate 
ithout 
Browyg, Catuexins Any, St John’s Wood July 18 Peacock & Co, Field ct, Gray's inn 
Core, Bexay, Highgate rd, St Pancras July 18 Pearoce & Co, Field et, Gray's inn 
Corgs, Evtrn Maniox, Actoa July 14 Bull & Bull, King st, H i 
Hauvine, James, Kingston upon Hull July 2 Woodhouse & Chambers, Hull 
Haroman, Hagaier Epxa, Stockton Brook, Staffs June3) Liwellyn & Son, Tunstall 
Barns, Witctas, Market Weston, Saffolk July 28 Kinch, Chancery In 
Hueurs, Exocu, Market Drayton, Salyp June 24 Garside, Market ~~ 
mr Wiuciiam, New Jersey, U S A, Furniture Dealer Jane 30 Conolly, Redhill, 
jurrey 
Guxuaw, Sauvet, Dartmouth June 16 Hockin & Scholefield, Dartmouth 
Joy, Henay, Bournemouth July 8 Diffe & Co, Bedford row 
Kixxarp, James, Newerstle upon Tyne, Innkeeper July 4 WJ 8 & J A 8 Soutt, 
Newoastle upon Tyne 
a ~ Lane Joux, Eastbourne July 10 Matthews & Co, Union Bank chmbrs, 
jouth war 
Loxrgent, Joun Rupotra, ay July 31 Mott & Son, Bedford row 
Miuis, Evuex, South Bient, Devon yA Tucker, Piymouth 
ste ha Barker, Hampsteal Heath, Tobacco Manufacturer July 12 Hood, 
tras 
Proctor, Tuomas ALexanpra, Marsten, Huddersfield July 9 Brook & Co, Hudderstield 
SHACcKLRTON, Joax, Brghten, Estate Agent July 5 Pollard, Brightoa 
oman, Euity Buizaneru, Boston, Lines July? Small, 
Sroxer, Sanan, Beverley, Yorks July 6 Steart, Hull 
Wauxea, Susan Honson, Wi , Sussex oy fi Sutton & Co, Gt Winchester st 
Wicxers, Exiza, Gloucester June Treasure, Gloucester 
Woopusap, Evxaxan, Hyde, Chester July 1 Knowles. Hyde 
Wootrenpex, Joseru, sen, Denton, Lancs, Hat Manufacturer July 19 Woolfenden, 
Deaton, nr Manchester 
Wriaue, Thouars, Hampton Wick, Deaper July 9  Du-bam & Cs, Kingston on Thames 
Wvarzeune, Jous Henny, Bon Rhydding July’ Bios & Oo, Hudders teld 
Wrnguan, Honora Guvenn, Papoastie, ur Cockermouth, Cumberland July 14 Thornley 
& Cameron, Liverpool ‘ 
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ee oad June 15, 
RECEIVING O 
Asranams, Barow, Lincoln st, bon Butcher High Court 
Pet May 23 Ord Jone 11 
Ss Evay, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet June 12 Ord 
une 1 


Barey, ei H, Melton Mowbray, Leicester, Licensed 
Victualler Leicester Pet June ll Ord June 11 
Bexsyos, Txomas, Tirphil, Glam, Sheavesman Merthyr 
Pet June 11 Ord June 11 
Burt, Torwer Wanner, Takeley, Essex Chelmsford Pet 
June 12 Ord June 12 
Cartsr, Watter Wixpysank, Watford, — H uirdresser 
8t Al Pet June 12 Ord June i 
Cawtnory, Samvrt, New London ‘ Bhip Agent High 
Court Pet May23 Ord Junel 
Dows, Gzorce Hevay, Chasen, Mon, Ship Builder 
»Mon Pet June18 Ord June 13 
Fuee, Jonx, and Taomas Rosser, Swansea, Builders 
Swansea Pet June 13 Ord June 13 
Goppey, Eanest Epwarp, Maldon, —— Dairy Manager 
Chelmsf Pet June 12 Ord June 1 
Gaaxt, Henay Georvt, Milton next Kent, 
Oilman Rochester’ Pet June 12 Ord June 12 
Harpcastcie, Pearson, Leeds, Cab Proprietor Leeds Pet 
May 30 Ord June 12 
Hagmas, Joun Artave, Pon'ycymmer, Glam, Haulier 
Cardiff Pet June 1t Ord June 11 
Hitt, Epwix James, Weaste, Manchester, Tailor Man- 
chester Pet May 3i Ord June 13 
Hower, Avenecs WILLIAM, Trowbridge, Wilts, Bookkeeper 
Bath Pet June 13 Ord Jane 13 
Hyatr, Argtave Cuar.es, etn st, Goswell rd, Box 
Maker High Court Pet Junel4 Ord June 14 
Joxgs, Waiter Tuomas, Thornton Heath Croydon Pet 
June ll Ord June 11 
Laxe, H G, Orpington, Kent, Bailder Croydon Pet 
March 6 Ord June 12 
Lewis, Taomas Cuares, Portland, — Builder Dor- 
chester Pet June ll Ord June 1 
Lockxwoop, Witurz Wotrexvey, i Bar, Kirkburton, 
nr Huddersfield, Tailor Huddersfield Pet June 12 
Ord June 12 
Marsuatt, Freeperic Txomas, Bishop's Stortford, 
Tobacconist Hertford Pet June 9 Ord June 9 
Martock, Cuaaies Witreip, Leicester, Builder Leicester 
Pet June ll Ord Junell 
Morais, Fraxx, Bessbor sugh st, reais, Bootmaker High 
et March 9 Ord June 1 
Moss & Co, Jt Camomile st, Japan Merchants High Court 
Pet May 25 Ord June 13 
Nicki, Hexey Beyxsamiy, sare Grocer Walsall 
Pet June ll Ord June 1 
Parker, James Pigvesit, Chichester, Cycle Dealer Brighton 
Pet June 12 Ord June 12 
Parkes, Wittiam Buistow, Kingston upon Hull, Draper 
Kingston upon Hull Pet June13 Ord Jane 13 
Peaceam, Groxct Tuomas, Ashton under Lyne, Lancs, 
Road Foreman Ashton under Lyne Pet June 11 Ord 
June 11 
Rose, Joseru, Byker Hill, Newcastle on Tyne, Slipper 
Maker Newcasile on Tyne Pet May 25 Ord June ll 
Rosesseec, Apeauam, Victoria Park rd, Hackney, Ware- 
houseman High Vourt Pet June8 Ord June 14 
RosesTHa.t, Isaac, Kingston upon ge Tailor Kingston 
upon Huli Pet June il Ord Junei 
Savea.t, Fervesricx Joax, Maidstone, Corn Merchant 
Maidstone Pet June13 Ord Jane 14 
frumens, Geroroe Kempsatt, Chatham, Upholsterer 
Kuchester Pet May 40 Ord June 11 
Suits, Josern Iesatics, Blackburn, gy may 
apparatus Maker Blackburn Pe: May5 Ord June 11 
Srazpsvey, Eve.ise Amevia, Bournemouth Poole Pet 
dune li Ord June il 
Srariey, a Row ayn, Brighton, Manager to Livery 
+r = Brighton ag + = Ord a 
OLER — ALTER, Hartington monton, Tailor 
Edmonton Pet May 19 Ord June il 
Yaxuey, Georce, Gt Yarmouth Gt Yarmouth Pet June 
13 June 13 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Asganane, Bazox, Lancoln st, Bow, Butcher June 25 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidg 4, Carey st 
Batter, Josers, Melton Mowbray, a Licensed 
Victualler June 27 at 1230 Off Kec, 1, Berridge st, 


Bersus, 5 ey Tirphil, Glam, Sheavesman June %at 3 
135, High st, Merthyr Tyatit 
Buae. Hexey, M , Steel Contract dune 26 at 3 
Off Kec, Byrom «tt, Manchester 
CawTsos, "Bauver, New London me - nad Agent June 
ati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Care 
Caxsniae, Joszra, Nantwich, Cartage Proprietor June 2 
at i2 Off Kee. Kiog st, Newcastle, Staifs 
Crartom, CHanirs Farprricn, , Baker June 26 
at 10.15 Off Kec, 7, Regent #, Barnaly 
Comvietp, Wits RZVERICK, Bparkiill, Worcester, 
Jane Z at 11 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Firiciv, Wiritam Janus, and Davip Hecron Morrss, 
Hooley nr Manchester, India Rubber Manufac- 
turers Jane w atil Off fee, Byrom st, Manchester 
— Hasorv, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer June 23 
4 at il Of Rex, Trinity House in, Hull 
juast, Hexay Groner, oO Next wittingbourne, Kent, 
Vikan Jane 2% at 11.15 115, High st, Rochester 
Gere, Cuantes Areszer, Finchasn, Norfolk, Batcher 
June B at 12.4) Off Kee, 6, King #t, N 
Hewres, Tuonsas Hueveos, Seaton Carew, Plamber 
Jane Gat Off Kec, 4, Manor pl, 
Hratt, Asrave Cuanins Higham Park, Kesex, Box 
P Maker — 11 penkrurhey bidgs, Carey st 
ones, Eowsey Panxrs, ayn, ——, Birminghar, 
Baker June %atil 191, Corp Sur 
Marrock, Cusucze Witruso, Leicemer, Babee June 25 
ati2 Off Kee, 1 a, 
Merson, leaac, Tinsley, Ben 4, Vegetable ‘Delain June 
BAUD Off Vcc, King , bewcastic, Mulls 
Mest, Jomx Vaxvunice, bn Liceowed Victualler 
anmeMatizmw T Hall, Pembroke Dock 











= 
| Pace, Susu, Jeuningten, Worl, Butcher June 25 | Hanmay, Jonw Anriva, Pontycymmer, Haulier Cardig 


at Off Rec, 8, High st, C rventry Pet June 11 Ord June 11 
pone tn ames Prquentt, Chichester. Cycle Dealer June 28 | Hayne, Artaur, Sandleheath, nr Alderholt, D orset, In. 
at3 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion ay 4, Brighton suranc3 Agent Salisbury Pet May 30 Ord June 1 


Peaceamu, Georce Tsomas, A p hs under Lyne, Road | Hemmant, Freperick Wit.iAm, Sherborne In, Stock Dealer 
Foreman June 23 at 11.30 of Rec, Byrom st, Manchester High Court Pet March15 Ord June 13 

Rost, Josern, Newcastle on Tyne Slipper Maker June 23 | Horuer, Aurasus Wituiam, Trowbridge, Wilts, Book. 
at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne keepsr Bath Pet Junei3 Ord June 13 

RosENBERG, ABRAHAM, Victuria Park rd, Hackney, Ware- | Howes, Hesny Dovcvas, Eaton ter, Eaton sq High Cour, 
housemaa June 25 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs Garey st Pet April 25 Ord Jane 13 

Saveatt, Feepericok Jouy, idslone, Corn hant | Jones, Watrer Tuomas, a oe Heath, Surrey Croydon 
June 27 at 11 9, King st, Maidstone Pet Juneil Ord June 1 

Simmons, Geoace Kennatt, Chatham, Upholsterer June | Lewis, Taomas Cuasves, Portland, Dovant, Builder Dop. 
235at 11.30 115, High st, Rochester chester Pet June 1l Ord June 1 

SrapLey, Farmer ‘Rowzanb, — June 23 at 2.30 | Lockwoop. Witte WoLrenven, Kickburton, nor Hw 
Off Re>, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton field, Tailor Huddersfield Pet June12 Ord Janej9 

Tayvor, Rrowarp ARrTava, eas ay » Aaestising Agent | Manrsuatt, Frepertc Taomas, Bishops Stortforg 
June 23at3 Off Rec, 1, Berri sicester | Tobacconist Hertford Pet June9 Ord Juneg - 

| WHITAKER, CueisrorHer Epwarp, daltbare by ae Bea | Marrock, Cuartes Witrrip, Leicester, Builder Leicester 
June 27 at 3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbro Pet June it Ord June 11 

Wruttams, Grorce oe Wolverhampton, "Builder | Mitier, Pamir Epwis. Endleshwm rd, Bothem, Builder 
June 25 at 11 Ree, 199, Se st, Dudley | andsworth Pet Mavis Ord June l 

DJUDICATIONS. Nicxur, Henry Bensamin, Wednesbury, = Walsall 

AvyGeEtt, Evan, Carli, Grocer Cardiff Pet June12 Ord | Pet Junell Ord June 11 
June 12 Ncxoy, Exoca Travis, and Freperick Tomas Tons, 

Baitey, Joserx, Melton Mowbray, Leicester, Licensed Hanley, Staffs, Earthenware Manufacturers Hanley 
Victualler Leicester Pet June 11 Ord June 11 Pet May 25 Ord June 13 

Beyyos, Tomas, Tirphil, Glam, Sheavesman Merthyr | es James Piauentr, Chicheste, Cycle Dealer Brighton 
Tydfil Pet June ll Opd June 11 Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Bert, Turyer Waewer, Brewers End, nn, Essex | Parker, Wittiau Barstow, Kingston upon Hull, Draper 
Chelmsford Pet June 12 Ord June 1 Kingston upon Hull Pet June13 Ord June 13 

Cotcutrc, CanistopHer, Walthamstow, * puilder High | | PeacraM, Grorce Tuomas, Ashton under Lyne, Road 
Court Pet April 24 Ord June 13 Foreman Ashton under Lyne Pet June1l Ord June}j 

Cox, Louis, Birmingham Birmingham Pet Junell Ord | RosenTaALt, Isaac, Kiogston upon Hull, a or Kingston 
Nov 28 upon Hull Pet Juneill Ord Junel 

Dows, Gzorcs Henry, Chepstow, Mon, Shipbulider New- | Saveact., Faeperick Jouy, Maidstone, Coal Merchant 
port, Mon Pet June 13 Ord Jua Maidstone Pet June 13 Ori June 13 

Emery, Georce, Comm rd, "socal * High Court Pet omens, Eveuive Amevia, Bournemouth Poole Pe 
April 12 Ord June 8 June ll Ord June it 

Footirt, Haroup, Kingston upon _—_ Grocer Kingston | Sraptey, Farmer Rowxanp, Brighton, Manager to Livery 
upom Hull Pet May3 Ord Junel Stable P Proprietor Brighton PetJunell Ord Junel? 

Fuce, Joun, and Tsomas Rosser, em Builders | Trttorsoy, Joun, Bingley, Yorks, Auctioneer Bradfoni 
Swansea Pet June13 Ord June 13 Pet May 9 Ord June ll 

Goppex, Eryest Eowarp, Maldon, Essex, Dairy Manager | Wacow, Sivas, jun, Strood, Kent Rochester Pet April 








Chelmsford Pet June 12 Ord June 12 23 ‘Ord June 13 
Geawxr, Henry Geores, Milton next Sittingbourne, Kent, | Yearmay, Joun Pym, Greenhill rd, Harlesden, Barrister at 
Oilman Rochester Pet June 12 Ord June 12 Law High Court Pet May 11 Ord June 1 13 





MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 
To COUNTRY MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 


The ** VALIANT'’’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &, 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MAR’ 





Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS BUPPLIED TO-— 


Earl Fitzhardinge. E. W. Harcourt, Esq 
Lord Gifford. Earl Scarborough. 
Lord Pirbri Baron F. de Rothschild, 





ght. 
. Bie Berard Hinlat Monaes). | Eon. DW 
ir 
MERRYWEATHER®’ “VALIANT” STEAM Wilberfarcs Bevant 'itoy. "| Miss A. de Hothechild. 
PUMP AT WORK. A. MacKenzie, Esq., &c., &c. 


Write for Illustrated Pamphlet No. 829v. 
MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 





FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO HM. THE KING. 


To Solicitors. 


THE NATIONAL SAFE DEPOSIT CO., LIMITED, 


1, QUEEN VICTORIA STREET, E.C. 


ESTABLISHED 1872. is 
£198,000. 


Subscribed Capital - - - 
Is limited by ite Memorandum of Association— 
(1) To the letting of Safes and Vaults. (2) To performing the office of Trustee or Executor. 
All Legal Work connected with Trusts or Exeoutorships will be placed with the Solicitors introducing the same 


Moderate Charges, Absolute Geocurity. 
No Financial or Speculative Business undertaken. 


SAFES AND SIRONG ROOMS FROM &1 te A YEAR. 
For further p*rticulars apply tom A. BE. ORAM, Director-Manager. 
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